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TITLE 7—AGRICULTURE 

Chapter IX—Agriculturol Marketing 
Service (Marketing Agreements and 
Orders), Department of Agriculture 

Part 918—Miuc iw Mcsipris. Tcnncsszc, 
MARxmKG Area 

ORDER AMBNOING ORDER AS AMIKOED 

8 918.0 Findings and determinations. 
The findings and determinations here¬ 
inafter set forth are supplementary and 
in addition to the findings and deter¬ 
minations previously made in connection 
with the issuance of the aforesaid order 
and each of the previously issued amend¬ 
ments thereto, and all of said previous 
findings and determinations are hereby 
ratified and affirmed, except insofar as 
such flndigs and determinations may be 
in conflict with the findings and deter¬ 
minations set forth herein. 

<a) Findings upon the basis of the 
hearing record. Pursuant to the provi¬ 
sions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937. as amended 
ihereinafter referred to as the **act") (7 
U. 8. c. 601 ct aeq.), and the rules of 
practice and procedure governing the 
formulation of marketing agreements 
»nd marketing orders (7 CPR Part 900) 
R public hearing was held upon certain 
proposed amendments to the tentative 
Agreement and to the order, as amended, 
regulating the handling of milk In the 
Memphis, Tennessee marketing area, 
upon the basts of the evidence intro- 
ouced at such hearing and the record 
wreof. it is found that; 

<1) The said order, as amended, and 
hereby further amended, and all of 
ihe terms and conditions of said order, 
RS amended, and as hereby further 
amended, wUl tend to effectuate the de- 
<^red policy of the act; 

^2) The parity price of milk produced 
lor sale in the said marketing area as de¬ 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the 
act are not reasonable in view of the price 
01 feeds, available supplies of feeds, and 
other economic conditions w*hlch affect 
supply and demand for such milk, 
the minimum prices specified in the 
omer. as amended, and as hereby further 
amended, arc such prices as will reflect 
w aforesaid factors, insure a sulBcient 
WJmtlty of pure and wholesome milk, 
Mm be In the public interest; and 


(3) The said order, as amended, and 
as hereby further amended, regulates the 
handling of milk in the same manner 
as, and is applicable only to persons in 
the respective classes of industrial and 
commercial activity specified in a mar* 
keting agreement upon which a hearing 
has been held. 

(b) Additional findings. It is neces¬ 
sary in the public interest to make this 
order amending the order, as amended, 
effective not later than Aug\ist 1, 19S6. 
Any delay beyond that date in the effec¬ 
tive date of this order would tend to dis¬ 
rupt the orderly marketing of milk in 
the aforesaid marketing area and would 
defeat the purpose of the amendment. 
The amendment action of this order 
amending the order is known to handlers. 
The public hearing was held on Feb¬ 
ruary 29-March 1, 1956 and the recom¬ 
mended decision was issued June 26.1956 
(21 F. R. 4826). The final decision was 
issued by the Assistant Secretary on July 
13.1956 (21 F. R. 5419). Reasonable time 
under the circumstances has been af¬ 
forded persons affected to prepare for its 
effective date. In view of the foregoing, 
it is hereby found and determined that 
good cause exists for not delaying the 
effective date of this order for 30 days 
after its publication in the Federal Rec- 
isTER (Section 4 (c>: Administrative I^o- 
cedure Act, 5 U. S. C. 1001 et seq.). 

(c) Determinations. It is hereby de¬ 
termined that handlers (excluding (co¬ 
operative associations of producers who 
are not engaged in processing, distribut¬ 
ing or shipping milk covered by this 
order, amending the order, as amended, 
which is marketed within tlie Memphis. 
Tennessee marketing area) of more than 
50 percent of the milk which Is marketed 
within said marketing area, refused or 
failed to sign the proposed marketing 
agreement regulating the handUng of 
milk in the said marketing area, and it 
is hereby further determined that; 

(1) The refusal or failure of such 
handlers to sign said proposed marketing 
agreement tends to prevent the effectua¬ 
tion of the declared policy of the act: 

(2) The Issuance of this order, 
amending the order, as amended, is the 
only practical means pursuant to the 
declared policy of the act, of advancing 
the interests of producers of milk which 

(CoDtlDUed on p. 5637) 
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is produced for sale in the marketing 
area: and 

(3> The issuance of this order amend¬ 
ing the order, as amended, is approved or 
favored by at least two-thirds of the pro¬ 
ducers who. participated in a referendum 
thereon, and who during the determined 
representative period <May, 1956), were 
engaged in the production of milk for 
sale in the said marketing area. 

Order relative to handlinQ. It is there¬ 
fore ordered, that on and after the effec¬ 
tive date hereof the handling of milk in 
the Memphis. Tennessee, marketing area 
shall be in conformity to and in compli¬ 
ance with the terms and conditions of 
the aforesaid order, as amended, and as 
hereby further amended, as follows: 

1. Amend §918.11 <b> to read as fol¬ 
lows: 

<b) Diverted from a fluid milk plant 
to a non-fluid milk plant, except a milk 
plant fully subject to the provisions of 
another order issued pursuant to the act. 
for the account of the handler: Pro- 
vided. That milk so diverted shall be 
deemed to have been received by the 
diverting handler at the location of the 
plant from which it was diverted. 

2. Amend ! 918,13 lb) to read as fol¬ 
lows: 

(b) Productsfromany source (includ¬ 
ing those produced by the handler) des¬ 
ignated as Class n milk pursuant to 
1918.41 (b) <1) or (3) which are re¬ 
processed or converted to another prod¬ 
uct during the month. 

3. Amend § 918.41 to read as follows: 

1918.41 Classes of utilization. Sub¬ 
ject to the conditions set forth in 
II 918.43 and 918.44. the class of utiliza¬ 
tion shall be as follows: 

(a) Class I milk shall be all skim milk 
including concentrated and reconsti¬ 
tuted skim milk) and butterfat (1) dis¬ 
posed of in the form of milk, skim milk, 
buttenmik. mUk drinks (plain or fla- 

cream (including sour cream) 
and any mixture in fluid form of skim 
ttillk and cream (except eggnog, ice 
cream mix. and milk or skim mUk dis- 
Ro*ed of aiKi used for livestock feed): 
and <2> not accounted for as Class II 

milk. 

(b) Class n milk shall be all skim 
milk and buttorfat (1) used to produce 
any product other than those designated 
w Class I milk pursuant to paragraph 
(a) of this section; (2) dlspo^ of and 


used for livestock feed; (3) In cream 
frozen and stored: (4) contained in in¬ 
ventory of milk and milk products on 
hand at the end of the month (other 
than frozen cream) designated as Class I 
milk pursuant to paragraph (a) of this 
section; and (5) in shrinkage assigned 
to Class II milk pursuant to i 918.42 in 

(i) producer milk and (li> other source 
milk. 

4. Amend § 918.42 to read as follows: 

I 918.42 Shrinkage. The market ad¬ 
ministrator sliall determine the assign¬ 
ment of shrinkage to Class n milk as 
follows: 

(a) Determine the total shrinkage of 
skim milk and butterfat. respectively, in 
the fluid milk plant(s) of each handler; 

<b) Multiply the pounds of skim milk 
and butterfat. respectively, in producer 
milk (except milk diverted pursuant to 
§918.11) and in other source milk by 
0.02; and 

(c) The l(^er of the pounds of skim 
milk and butterfat. respectively, deter¬ 
mined pursuant to paragraphs (a) or 
(b) of this section shall be classified as 
Class n mi l k and assigned pro rata to 
producer milk (except milk di\%rted pur¬ 
suant to § 918.11) and other source milk. 

5. Delete §918.43 (b>. 

6. Amend § 918.45 to read as follows: 

1918.45 Computation of the skim 
milk and butterfat in each class. For 
each month, the market administrator 
shall correct for mathemaUcal and for 
other obvious errors the reports of re¬ 
ceipts and utilization for the fluid milk 
plants of each handler and shall com¬ 
pute the pounds of butterfat and skim 
milk in Class I milk and Class n milk 
for such handler: Provided, That if any 
of the w^ter contained in the milk from 
which a product is made is removed be¬ 
fore the product is utilized or disposed of 
by a handler, the pounds of skim milk 
disposed of in such product shall be con¬ 
sidered to be an amount equivalent to 
the nonfat milk solids contained in such 
product, plus all of the water originally 
associated with such solids, except that 
when nonfat milk solids are added to 
producer milk in an amount, as shown by 
solids tests of individual batches, w*hlch 
does not increase the total sollds-nonfat 
content of such milk beyond 8.5 percent 
by weight, the volume of water originally 
associated with such nonfat milk solids 
sliall not be considered in determining 
the pounds of skim milk disposed of in 
such product. 

7. In § 918.46 (a) (1) change *'§ 918 42 
(b)'* to read **§ 918.42 (c)”. 

8. Amend §918.46 (a) (3) to read as 
follows (such amendment to be effective 
one month following the effective date of 
the amendment provided herein with 
respect to f 918.41): 

(3) Subtract from the remaining 
pounds of skim milk in Class II milk the 
pounds of skim milk contained in inven¬ 
tory (as specifled in 1918.41 (b) (4)) on 
hand at the beginning of the month: 
Provided, That if the pounds of such 
skim milk in inventory are greater than 
the remaining pounds of skim milk in 
Class n milk, an amount equal to the 
difference shall be subtracted from the 
pounds of skim milk In Class I milk; 
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9. Delete the following from the list 
of plants or places appearing in f 918.50 
(a): 

Carnation Co., Chilton. Wia. 

Carnation Co.. Berlin, Wla. 

10. Amend § 018.51 to read as follow*s: 

f 918.51 Class prices. Subject to the 
provisions of §§918 52 and 918.53. the 
minimum prices per hundredweight to be 
paid by each haJKiler for milk received 
at his fluid milk plant from producers 
during the month shall be as follows: 

(a) Class / milk. The price per hun¬ 
dredweight for Class I milk for the 
month shall be the basic formula price 
for the preceding month, subject to the 
adjustments provided in subparagraphs 
(1) and (2) of this paragraph: 

(1) Add $1.28 for the months of 
March through July, and $1.68 for all 
other months: 

(2) Add if the net utilization percent¬ 
age calculated pursuant to subpara¬ 
graph (3) of this paragraph Is less than, 
or subtract if it is more than the base 
utilization range, an amount determined 
by multiplying such net utilization per¬ 
centage by the appropriate rate ns fol¬ 
lows: 

Pricing monlhji: (cents) 

jAnusry>Marcb_ 3 

AprU-Jun#...,^._ 1 

July-August_ 3 

8ept€mb«r-Decei»ber............... 4 

(3) The figure calculated for each 
month as follows shall bo known as the 
net utilization percentage: Divide the net 
pounds of Class I milk disposed of from 
fluid milk plants for the second and 
third preceding months into the volume 
of producer mUk for the same months, 
multiply by 100, round to the near¬ 
est whole percentage number and deter¬ 
mine the amount by which such number 
exceeds the higher figure or is less than 
the lower figure of the appropriate base 
utilization range in the following table: 


PrlHfia 

modtb 

8eep<Ml and (hinl pee- 
eedtjig month 

Boat 

aillltaUgti 

ranfo 

Jentiwry..._ 

O<iobrr-X<m!iiil>rr_, 

1(0 IM 
II3-11K 
117-1X1 
IIV-IM 

130-136 

ir'i32 

130 

naizi 

ni-iitt 

Frtinnujr..,.. 
Miifcb. 

N ovrirfher- Deoi* mb«r. 

rVtfMBbcr-dttnnikry..,.. 

AprtI—....... 

SUy_ 

June.......... 

loly.. 

January-February 

Ff'bfniMT^March.......... 

Marcb-AprU^.... 

AtirO-VfMy 

Srplrmbcr..., 
OctetuT. 

....... 

Jonc-Joly... 

Jtdy-Ati(ic>l___ 

Norrmlifr.*.. 

Pececuticf...., 

Anfwt-Seplrfnbrf. 

Scptccnbcr-Octobcr....... 



(b) Class II milk. The average of the 
basic or field prices reported to have been 
paid or to be paid for ungraded milk of 
4.0 percent butterfat content received 
from farmers during the month at the 
following plants or places for which 
prices have been reported to the market 
administrator or to the Department of 
Agriculture: 

Present Operator and Location 

Borden Co., SisrIcvlUe. MIm. 

CanutUon Co,, Tupelo. Mtai. 

Pet Ui\k Co.. Mayfield. Ky. 

Pet MUX Co.. KoaduaXo. Mljw. 

Kraft Pooda Co., Oorintli. MIm. 

Armour Crtatnviies. New Albany, Miaa. 
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to which 15 cents shall be added for each 
of the months of September, October, 
and November. 

11. Delete from the tabic of distances 
and rates appearhig In 1 918.53 the 
following: 

From miles column From cents column 
40 but lew than 60 17 

12. Delete 1918.70 (e) and <f) and 
substitute therefor the following: (such 
amendment to be eCfecUve one month 
after the effective date of the amendment 
provided herein with respect to 1918.41): 

(e) Add an amount computed by 
multiplying by the difference between 
the appropriate Class II milk price for 
the preceding month and the appropri* 
ate Class I price for the current month 
the lesser of: 

(1) The hundredweight of skim milk 
and butterfat subtracted from^ Class 1 
milk pursuant to i 918.46 (a) (3) and 
the corresponding stop of (b): or 

<11) The hundredweight of skim milk 
and butterfat remaining in Class II milk 
for the preceding month after the calcu¬ 
lation pursuant to 4 918'.46 (a) (4) and 
the corresponding step of <b). 

13. Amend 4 918.61 (a) to read as 
follows; 

<a) Any plant qualified pursuant to 
4 918.7 (a) which would be subject to the 
classification and pricing provisions of 
another order unless a greater volume of 
Class I milk was disposed of from such 
plant during, the six-month period im¬ 
mediately preceding to retail or whole¬ 
sale outlets (except fluid milk plants) in 
the Memphis. Tennessee, marketing area 
than in the marketing area regulated 
pursuant to such other order. 

14. Delete from the table of distances 
and rates appearing in 4 918.93 the 
following: 

From mites rotumn From cents column 
40 but iMs than 60 17 

Issued at Washington. D. C., this 24th 
day of July to be effective on and after 
August 1.1956. 

(6cc. 5. 40 SUt. 753. as amanded; 7 U. 8. C. 
608c) 

(ssalI Earl L. Bute. 

Xssisfanf Secretary. 

(P. R. Doc. 66<6065; Plied. July 26. 1056; 

• 8:54 a. m.l 


Part 1003— Domestic Dates Produced or 
Packed in Los Angeles and Riversiob 
Counties. Caufornu. 

ESTABLISHMENT OF ADDITIONAL GRADE 
REGULATIONS 

In accordance with 4 1003.40 of Mar¬ 
keting Agreement No. 127 and Order No. 
103 (20 F. R. 5056) regulating the hand¬ 
ling of domestic dates produced or 
packed in Los Angeles and Riverside 
Counties of California, effective under 
the Agricultural Marketing Agreement 
Act of 1937, as amended (7 U. S. C. 601 
et seq.), and upon the basis of the un¬ 
animous recommendation of the Date 
Administrative Committee established 
under the aforesaid marketing agree¬ 
ment and order, and other available in¬ 
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formation, it is hereby foimd that the 
additional grade regulation hereinafter 
provided, applicable to the handling of 
Deglet Noor dates as whole or pitted 
dates will tend to effectuate the declared 
policy of the said act. 

It Is hereby further found that It Is 
impracticable, unnecessary, and con¬ 
trary to the public interest to give pre¬ 
liminary notice and postpone tlie ef¬ 
fective date of this regulation later than 
August 1. 1956 (sec section 4 of the Ad¬ 
ministrative Procedure Act; 5 U. 8. C. 
1001 et seq.) because dates begin to move 
on and after that date and it is very nec¬ 
essary and desirable that the same 
grade iTgulations apply to all Deglet 
Noor dates of the 1956 crop which are 
handled in whole or pitted form during" 
the 1956-57 crop year, which crop year 
begins on August 1. 1956: this action is 
in accordance with the unanimous 
recommendation of the Date Adminis¬ 
trative Committee, composed of repre¬ 
sentatives of the date industry, and such 
recommendation has been made known 
generally to that Industry previously; 
and a reasonable time Is permitted, in 
the circumstances, for preparation for, 
and compliance with, such regulation. 

This regulation is the same as the 
grade regulation which has been in ef¬ 
fect on Deglet Noor dates since October 
14, 1955, with the exception that the 
minimum score for character will be 
increased from 30 points to 31 points. 
The grade regulation which Is set forth 
below should restilt in an improvement 
in the average quality of dates sold to 
consumers during 1956-57. 

It is therefore ordered. That the han¬ 
dling of Deglet Noor dates as whole or 
pitted dates shall be in accordance with 
the following regulation: 

4 1003.203 Additional grade reptifa- 
tion. Pursuant to 4 1003.40, and effective 
at 12:01 a. m., P. s. t.. August 1. 1956, 
Deglet Noor dates handled under this 
part as whole or pitted dates, shall meet 
the requirements of U. S. Grade C of the 
United States Standards for Grades of 
Dates, elfectlvc August 26. 1955 (20 P. R. 
5755): Provided, That such dates shall 
score not less than 31 points for charac¬ 
ter as defined In 4 52.1009 (c) of this title. 

(Sec. 5. 49 But. 753. as amended; 7 U. 8. C. 
608c) 

Dated: July 23.1956. 

[SEAL] Floyd F. Hkdlund, 

Acting Director, 
Fruit and Vegetable Division. 

|P. R. Doc. 66-6084: Piled. July 26. 1966; 

8:54 a. m.) 


Chapter XI—Agricultural Conserva¬ 
tion Program Service, Department 
of Agriculture 

(ACP-1956. Supp. 7) 

Part 1101—National Agricultural 
Conservation 

Subpart —1956 

EMERGENCY WIND EROSION CONTROL 
MEASURES 

Pursuant to the authority vested In 
the Secretary of Agriculture under sec¬ 


tions 7-17 Of the Soil Conservation and 
Domestic Allotment Act. os amended, the 
Department of Agriculture and Form 
Credit Administration Appropriation 
Act. 1956. and Public Law 875. 8lst Con¬ 
gress. the 1956 National Agricultural 
Conservation Program, approved June 14. 
1955 (20 F. R. 4281). as amended July 
22. 1955 <20 P. R. 5341). August 30. 1955 
(20 P. R. 6511). November 10, 1955 <20 
F. R. 8491). April 9. 1956 (21 P. R. 2372), 
April 20. 1956 (21 F. R. 2651), and June 
29. 1956 (21 F. R. 4999), is further 
amended as follows: 

The first sentence of 4 1101.797 (a) 
is amended by adding the following after 
the counties designated for Kansa.s: 
Sebraska. Dundy. Hitchcock. Kimball. 

(Sec, 4. 40 Stmt. 164 aa amended; 16 U. 8. C. 
500d. InterpreU or appliea oeca. 7-17. 40 
SUt. 1148. SLM amended, oec. 1. 64 8Ut. 1100. 
60 SUt. 55; 16 U. S. C. 500g-50Cq. 42 U. 6. C. 
1855) 

Done at Washington. D. C., this 23d 
day of July 1956. 

(seal! True D. Morse. 

Acting Secretary. 

|P. R. Doo. 56-6053; Plied. July 26. 1956. 
S:48 a. m.) 


TITLE 32—NATIONAL DEFENSE 

Chapter V—Department of the Army 

Subchopler F—fertennel 

Part 577—Mkdjcal and Dental 
Attendance 

MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS 

Sections 577.2 and 577.5 arc revised to 
read as follows: 

4 577.2 For whom authorized and 
manner provided —(a) Persons entitled 
to medical care. The following are en¬ 
titled to and will be provided medical 
care at the expense of Army Medical 
Service funds: 

(1) Officers, warrant officers, and en¬ 
listed personnel of the Regular Army and 
cadets of the United States Military 
Academy. 

(2) Officers, warrant officers, and en¬ 
listed personnel of the Army Reserve; the 
federally recognized National Guard of 
the several States. Territories, and the 
District of Columbia; the NaUonal Guard 
of the United States; and the Army with¬ 
out specification as to component when 
ordered or called into active Federal serv¬ 
ice or when ordered to active duty tor 
training or reserve duty training. 

(3) Members of the Army Reserve not 
on active duty limited to physical exami¬ 
nations in addition to medical care re¬ 
ferred to In subparagraph (2) of this 
paragraph. See 4 561.11 of this chapter. 

(4) Members of the NaUonal Guard of 
the United States not on active duty 
limited to physical examinaUons aa 
deemed necessary by the Secretary of the 
Army In addiUon to medical care referred 
to in subparagraph (2) of this paragraph. 
See act 9 July 1952 (66 Stat. 488; 50 
U. S. C. 949). 

(5) Members of the Reserve Officers 
Training Corps of the Army en route to 
or from, or du^g their attendance at, 
camps of instrucUon. 
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(6) Members of the Reserve Officers* 
Training Corps of the Army limited to 
physical examinations In addition to 
medical care referred to in subparagraph 
(5) of this paragraph. 

(7) Applicants for enlistment or re* 
enlistment and registrants under the 
Universal Military Training and Service 
Act <65 8tat. 75) as amended (limited to 
necessary physical and mental examina¬ 
tions except as provided in subpara¬ 
graphs (8) and (9) of this paragraph. 

(8) Applicants for enlistment or regis¬ 
trants whose physical fitness for military 
servioe cannot be determined without 
hospital study. 

(9) Applicants for enlistment who 
suffer acute illness and injuries while 
awaiting or undergoing enlistment proc¬ 
essing at rtcruiUng main stations or at 
Armed Forces Induction and Examining 
Stations (limited to emergency medical 
care, including hospitalization). 

(10) Prisoners. 

(11) Prisoners of war, persons in¬ 
terned by the Army, and other persons in 
military custody or confinement. 

(12) Civilian seamen in the service of 
vessels operated by the Department of 
the Army. 

(13) Civilian employees of the Army 
will be afforded “on-the-job** medical 
and surgical service through the Occu¬ 
pational Health Service of the Army. 

(b) Priority of medical treatment 
faciUtiei, Medical care for persons 
enumerated in paragraph (a) of this 
section will be through the following 
means in order of the priority of the 
listings: 

(1) Army medical treatment facilities. 

(2) Medical treatment facilities of the 
Navy or Air Force where Army medical 
treatment facilities arc not readily avail¬ 
able or accessible. 

(3) Medical treatment facilities of 
Federal agencies outside the Department 
of Defense where facilities in subpara¬ 
graphs (1) and (2) of this paragraph 
me not readily available or accessible. 
See I 577.4. 

(4) Civilian medical treatment facili¬ 
ties Including civtlian physicians where 
facilities listed in subparagraphs (1), (2) 
and (3) of this paragraph are not avail¬ 
able, Bee i 577.3. 

(c) Additional persons who may he 
afforded medical dtre. Persons in addi¬ 
tion to those enumerated in paragraph 
la) of this section, may be afforded medi¬ 
cal care in Army medical treatment 
facilities under terms and conditions as 
prescribed in §577.15. Army Medical 
Service funds are not properly chargeable 
for any treatment rendered to such per¬ 
sons in other than Army medical treat¬ 
ment facilities. 

, 1577.5 Private medical practice of 
ctvilian physicians within a military in- 
ttallatiqn^(a) General, Subject to the 
approval of the major command con- 
^rned, installation commanders may 
authorize the private practice of medi¬ 
cine within their installations by licensed 
civilian physicians as distinguished from 
appointed professional consultants and 
cmer physicians employed by the Army) 
*hcn it is considered that the accom- 
Piijjhment of the installation mission Is 
dependent upon same. The provision of 


medical care by such licensed physicians 
is authorized for the following personnel: 

(1) Those who are not eligible to re¬ 
ceive medical care in Army medical 
treatment facilities, and 

(2) Those who are eligible to receive 
medical care at Army medical treatment 
facilities, but for whom care cannot be 
made available because of lack of ade¬ 
quate facilities, or who do not elect to 
receive their care in Army medical treat¬ 
ment facilities. 

(b) Action to be taken by licensed 
civilian physicians. In the course of 
practicing medicine within a military in¬ 
stallation under the authority contained 
in paragraph (a) of tills section, a 
licensed civilian physician will: 

1) Upon discovery of a disease which 
is or may be communicable or is a source 
of danger to others, advise the installa¬ 
tion surgeon who will notify the installa¬ 
tion commander, and exercise such 
supervision over the case as is necessary 
to prevent its spread. 

(2) Advise the installation surgeon of 
any medical service rendered to military 
personnel in order that the information 
may be Included In medical records. 

(c) Space and facilities. When such 
licensed civilian physicians are author¬ 
ized to practice medicine at an in¬ 
stallation, space and facilities of the 
Installation may be made available under 
the provisions of AR 405<-ao (Army Reg¬ 
ulations for granting temporary use of 
real estate). 

(d) Reimbursement, Except as reim¬ 
bursement from Government funds is 
authorized under the provisions of Army 
Regulations or regulations published by 
the Bureau of Employees* Compensation, 
reimbursement to licensed civilian phy¬ 
sicians practicing within military instal¬ 
lations is the responsibility of the patient 
or his sponsor. 

fAR 40-101. 22 June 1906| (R. 8. 161: 5 

U. 8. C.22) 

[SEAL) John A. Klein, 

Major General, V, S. Army, 

The Adjutant General, 

IF. R. Doc. 56-605S; Filed. July 26, 1956: 

8:4B a. m.| 


TITLE 43—PUBLIC LANDS: 
INTERIOR 

Chapter I—Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment, Department of the Interior 

AppendU-— FvMlc lend Orders 
IPubUc Land Order 13151 
11968942] 

CALiroemA 

EEVOCATION of PUBUC land order no. 199 
or DECEMBER 22 , 1943, WHICH WITHDREW 
FUBUC LAND FOR USE OF WAR DEPARTMENT 
IN CONNECTION WITH MARCH FIELD RIFLE 
RANGE 

By virtue of the authority vested in 
the President and pursuant to Executive 
Order No. 10355 of May 26, 1952. it is 
ordered as follows: 

Public Land Orcler No. 199 of Decem¬ 
ber 22. 1943, which withdrew the follow- 
Ing-describ^ land in California for use 
of the War Department in connection 


with the March Field Rifle Range, is 
hereby revoked: 

Sam BfENAROiKO Merioiak 

T. 2 S.. R. 4 W.. 

See 34. SH^NRV;. 

The area described contains 40 acres. 

The land is located near the City of 
Riverside. It is rough and mountainous. 
Isolated by privately owned lands, and 
unsuitable for agricultural purposes. 

No application for the land may be 
allowed under the homestead, desert- 
land. small tract, or any other non¬ 
mineral public-land law unless the land 
has already been classified as valuable 
or suitable for such type of application, 
or shall be so classified upon the con¬ 
sideration of an application. Any ap¬ 
plication that is filed will be considered 
on its merits. The land will not be sub¬ 
ject to occupancy or disposition until it 
has been classified. 

Subject to any valid existing rights 
and the requirements of applicable law. 
the land is hereby opened to filing of 
applications, selections, and locations in 
accordance with the following: 

a. Applications and selections under 
the non-mineral public-land laws may bo 
presented to the Blanager mentioned 
below, beginning on the date of this 
order. Such applications and selections 
will be considered as filed on the hour 
and respective dates shown for the 
various classes enumerated in the fol¬ 
lowing paragraphs: 

(1) Applications by persons having 
prior existing valid settlement rights, 
preference rights conferred by existing 
laws, or equitable claims subject to al¬ 
lowance and confirmation will be adjudi¬ 
cated on the facts presented In support 
of each claim or right. All applications 
presented by persons other than those 
referred to In this paragraph will be 
subject to the applications and claims 
mentioned in this paragraph. 

(2) All valid applications under the 
Homestead. Desert Land, and Small 
Tract Laws by qualified veterans of 
World War n or of the Korean Conflict, 
and by others entitled to preference 
riahts under the act of September 27. 
1944 (58 Slat. 747; 43 U. 8. C. 279-284 
as amended), presented prior to 10:00 
a. m. on August 25. 1956, will be con¬ 
sidered as simultaneously filed at that 
hour. Rights under such preference 
right applications filed after that hour 
and before 10:00 a. m. on November 24, 
1956, will be governed by the time of 
filing. 

(3) All valid applications and selec¬ 
tions under the nonmineral public-land 
laws, other than those coming under 
paragraphs (1) and (2) above, presented 
prior to 10:00 a. m. on November 24,1956, 
wrill be considered as simultaneously filed 
at that hour. Rights under such appli¬ 
cations and selections filed after that 
hour will be governed by the time of 
filing. 

b. The land will be open to applica¬ 
tions and offers imder the mineral-leas¬ 
ing laws, and to location under the 
United States mining laws beginning at 
10:00 a. m. on November 24. 1956, 

Persons claiming veterans preference 
rights must enclose with their appUca- 
tions proper evidence of military or naval 
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service, preferably a complete photostatic 
copy of the certificate of honorable dis¬ 
charge. Persons claiming preference 
rights based upon valid settlement, s^t- 
utory preference, or equitable claims 
must enclose properly corroborated 
statements in support of their claims. 
Detailed rules and regulations governing 
applications which may be filed pursuant 
to this notice can be found in Title 43 
of the Code of Federal Regulations. 

Inquiries concerning the land shall be 
addressed to the Manager. Land Office, 
Bureau of Land Management, Los An¬ 
geles. California. 

WESirr A. DTwart, 
Assistant Secretary o/ the Interior. 

July 20. 1956. 

rp. R. Doc. fts-e058; Piled. July 26. 1956; 
8:49 a. m.| 


{PubUc lAnd Order 1316) 
(Anchorage 0227B2] 

Alaska 

WITHUIUWXNC PUBLIC LAND FOB US* OF 

SOIL coNsravATXoN saavicB as an ad¬ 
ministrative SITE 

By virtue of the authority vested in 
the President and pursuant to Executive 
Order No. 10355 of May 26. 1952, it is 
ordered as follows; 

Subject to valid existing rights, the 
following-described public land in Alaska 
is hereby withdrawn from all forms of 
appropriation under the ^ public-land 
laws. Including the mining and mineral¬ 
leasing laws, and reserved for use of the 
Soil Conservation Service, Department 
of Agriculture, as an administrative site: 

Seward Meridian 

T.6N..R. II W.. 

Sec. 31. loU 181.165. and 166. 

The area described contains 5 acres. 

Wesley A. D*Ewart, 

Assistant Secretary of the Interior, 

July 23. 1956. 

(P. R. Doc. 66-6077; Piled. July 26. 1956; 
8:62 R. m.] 


TITLE 15—COMMERCE AND 
FOREIGN TRADE 

Chapter III—Bureau of Foreign Com¬ 
merce, Deportment of Commerce 
SwbchopFtr €kpo« 1 Ragulofient 
(8th Oen- Rev. of Export Regs.. Arndt. 5*] 

Part 382— Denial or Suspension or 
Export Privileges 

MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS 

Section 382.51 Supplement 1; Table of 
compliance orders currently in effect de¬ 
nying export privUeges, paragraph (b) 
Table of compliance orders Is amended 
in the following particulars: 

1. The follow!^ entries are added: 


*ThU amendment was published In Cur¬ 
rent Export Bulletin No. 766. dated July 19. 
1956. 


Kaom and addrm 


Ditu OUts, Via Alto Vannued I. 
Milao, luly. 

F fc a th off. Richard, Import-Kx* 
pon, UnhUMljaniAar 03, IWIln 
W. lA—Wllmrrxderf. Omimny. 
OiaeJnto I^topolrSo Del Bo, Via 
Mamconl 4tA. Mlkn, lUly. 
Hof. W., Lonffue Hue Nueve 4L 
Antwerp. Dalfiuni. 


OHria, Fmlllo, dolof bnrinew as 
DItta OUea, Via AUo Vaanacd 
a, MUan, Italy. ^ 

Bdvenu Cheraie IxMWue Roe 
Nuate a, Antwerp. Delfltim. 


Stemmler-Tnief Rtt.e. Loncoe Rub 
Nobvc a. Antwerp. Beixhiin. 
United FetrolKera Itallana. 
8. R, L. (Iwinerly Unllnd Re- 
fUwfin Cwp.). Via MamotU 
41A,Mlkn. Italy. ^ ^ 

W*rater Metaalwami Aihrirk Am* 
sUtfdam. Netberianda. 


Wolff. Ham Eiport-lmport, 
Nunttaumallee M. Ilcrtin W. 
B<*harlottenburt, Oennanr. 


Effectlea 
date of 
order 


7- »“» 


S- 9-56 

UhTT-U 


UhJ7-SS 

7-9-W 


lO-TT’-U 




KxplnUlon dale 
oiorder 


. 

Cl-9^* 

Indefinite... 


Dtirat|oii^,M.^»». 


IO-3T-S7. 

(Duratkai) * 


<3-9^1 


10-37-57. 

(DttiaUon) 1 


l9-r-ST. 

(DnmtkMi) < 
DttniUon_.«*«. 


19-27-S7. 

(Duratlofi) < 


tndeSnlie.. 


Export privflecea affected 


General and raliilAted lloenaeB, 
all comnodltlM. anj dfwtlna* 
tion. also eiporu to Canada. 


Oefwral and Tahdated UeentM. 
all oomnodltieB.'anjr deBUna> 
tion. also exports to Canada. 
(Company rrated to Stemro- 
lerdniex. N. V., which aet.) 
General a^ %*a||(lated lleefMea, 
all oommodltW, any deatina* 
Uoo, also exports in Canada. 
General find raUdated lioentei, 
all commodlUw, any drethm- 
Uoo. also exporta to C-anada. 
(Company retelad to Stemm* 
Irr-Iinex. N. which ice.) 
_do_____ 


General and validated Ueensea, 
all onmmodttleB. any deBtlna- 
tIon, aho exports to Canada. 

General and valldaled llpenaea, 
all eommoditloB. any (Watiiw> 
Unu, abo exporU to Canada. 
(Company rriated to Slemm- 
ler-Itnex. N. V«, which Bee.) 

General and vmlidaled tieenaea, 
an eomtnodlUee, any deetlna- 
tioo, abo oxportt to Canada. 


PROtRAL 

RiQisraji 

dlaUon 


31 r, R MW. 
7-12-M. 

21 F. R. 4I9X, 
7-3-66. 

21 F, R. MW. 

7-ll-M. 

20 F. R. wot 

lM-66. 


21 F, R. 3lf7. 
7-19-36. 

30 F. R. cans. 

ll-l-M. 


90 F. R. 1300. 

II-1-6A 
21 F. R. MW, 
7-12-4A 


30 F. R. 8302. 

11-l-M. 


21 f. R. sm, 
7-3-M. 


* Thb b the expiratkm date of a poiiod of fuipenaloa held in abeyance. Sea eipbnaUon In paraxraph (a) (1) of 
thbiectioo. ^ 

2. The following entry is deleted: 


Naina and addrsat 

Effective 
dale of 
order 

Expiration dale 
of Older 

Export privUrcM affected 

Frprrai. 

Rxnmxa 

oRailou 

Fteher. Pm 4947 rhaneery iaoe. 
London 11V. C. 2, Eniland. 

9 I-M 
93966 

9146. 

Genera) and validated Hcmiea. 
all commodUba, any deetina- 
Uon, abo exports to Cauado. 

18 F. R- 
•-t-6X 

23 P. R- TnX 
194-66. 

Until further 
notioau 


3. The following entries are amended to read os follows: 


Name and addrcai 


Effaeilva 
dale of 
order 


9-36-66 

9-38-66 
9-38-16 
9- t<66 
9- 1-6D 

5- 21-56 
9-13-66 

9-9B66 

9-13-60 

4-19-66 

6- 1-M 
9-95-M 

9-13-66 

9-13-66 


Expfralton date 
of order 


9-28-56. 

(l9-a916>i 


9-28-58. 

(19-3958) I 

92956.. 

(19 3968) » 

8-31-68^. 

(l>unaioo) I 

9S1-6S.. 

(Duration) > 


,.-„do.. 

_do.. 

....do.. 

.^..do., 

.do- 

..do.. 


6-38-68. 

093966)1 


Ameterdamjiche MaaUrhapnll 
voor IndoetrW m Handel **lly- 
droGarbon**. N. V„ 394 Hrren. 
rmcht, Anuterdam O., NetlMr* 

UodB. 

Cohn. Xmet, 984 HervcifTarhl. 

AmMerdam G.. Nrtlirriandf. 

Corodrx. N. V., Noorderdulnwcf 
4iL Zandvoort^cihcrlandx. 

Electrorxport, RoientunnsUaxae 
25. Vienna I. Auxtr la. 

Erp^ Elelrtrolechnbchrt Ef- 
■BUfobse. Iradltic as Eiectrorx- 
port, Roteoturnutraaa 96. Vl- 
ennal. Audtrla. _ 

Ointx, Frant, 49-47 Chancery 
tone. Lond^ W.O.X KneUnd. 

Hulbs et l*rodalU, Chimhiuea 
Pour. L'Afrifullure el L'In- 
dttxtrb. 27 Rue dea Petiloi 
Kcurlea, Parb 19, France. 

•*llydrooarbon’', K, V.. Ameter- 
damsche MaaUrhappll voor In- 
duBixb en Handel. 364 Hcreo- 
rraebl, Amftcrdaia Ncihar* 
kndx. 

Lea Grandee Edtttone, Pobllcl* 
tAlrea IntematUmale*. 37 Hue 
dm Petlica Kcufiea, Parb 19. 

France. 

Meyna, Peter A Co.. Meym. 

Peter. Qcrtrudeoklrchbof 10. 

Hamhun 1, Uermany. 

Obennsyr. Albert, Rotentiirni- 
ftraiae 26. Vienna 1, Austria. 

PhUllppl. Herbert JamM. 384 
Ueveofraobe, Amfterdam O., 

Netherlands. 

RlrlMWd. Jean, 37 Rue 6m Petltea 
ScurioB, Pahs 10, France. 

Sorbte Clenecab de PrcduIU 
Chlmlquea rt BSolofiauia. 37 
Rue <tM Petttes Eourbs, Parb 
19. FrAoce. 

»Thle la the expiration date of r period of suapeiulon held in Rbeymnce. See 
paragraph (a) (1> of this section. 


Dmtkm.. 


4-10-88.. 

(Dursdloo) I 

941-68.. 

(DtiraUan) t 

938-66. 

(193648)1 


Duration^ 

.„do™ 


Export prlvAetea alleeied 


General and validated tIeeniiM, 
all cominodltba, any deetina- 
tion, abo exports to Canada. 


..do.. 

..do.. 

..do.. 

..do.. 


...^.do.. 


.do. 


FsnilAL 

Btoerraa 

ctiatioci 


21 F. R. <«««» 
6 - 2 ?- 66 , 


21 F . B 48(6. 

927-Wl 

21 F. K. 4886. 

937-64.__ 

21 F. R- 

9966. _ 

n P. R. S»K 

9966. 


21 r. R. W. 

939M. 

R. 4322. 
9396A 


21 r,n. 

927-66. 


3, F. R. 4332 
93966. 

21 F. R. 34l6fc 
913 - 66 . 

21 F. R. 

21 F. B. 4684. 
927-69 

21 F. R. 

93956. 


rxplaiutloo l« 
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laden aboard the expoxtlna carrier on or 
before August 20. 1056. requires a vali¬ 
dated license for export. 

(Bee. S. 63 Stat. 7. aa amended; 50 U. 8 C. 
App. 2033. E. O. 0630. 10 P. R. 13246. $ CFH 
1046 Supp.. e. O. 0010. 13 F. R. 50. 3 CPR. 
1948 Supp.) 

LoaiKG K. Macy» 
Director, 

Bureau of Foreion Commerce. 

. |P. R. Doc. 56-6000: Piled. July 26. 1056; 
8:53 a.m ) 


TITLE 5—ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter I—Civil Service Commission 

Paot 25—Fxoxral Emfloyexs* Pay 
RCGULAT lblfS 

PAYMENT PaoVlSIONS 

HffecUve upon publication in the Fed- 
eral Registee, I 25.272 (c) is amended as 
Kt out below. 

I 25.272 Payment provisions. • • • 

<c> An employee in a position In which 
he is receiving additional annual com¬ 
pensation under I 25.251 or { 25.261 shall, 
at the discretion of the head of the de¬ 
partment, continue to receive such addi¬ 
tional compensation! 

U) For a pericxi of not to exceed ten 
consecutive prescribed work days on tem¬ 
porary assignment to other duties in 
which conditions do not warrant pay¬ 
ment of additional annual compensation, 
and for a total of not more than thirty 
<30) such work days in any calendar 
year. 

<2) For an aggregate period of not 
more than sixty (60) prescribed work 
flairs on temporary assignment to a for¬ 
mally approved program for advanced 
training duty directly related to duties 
for which additional annual compensa¬ 
tion is payable. 

(3) In no event shall additional an¬ 
nual compensation be paid under this 
paragraph for more than sixty (60) work 
days in any calendar year. 

605. 59 stat 304. 68 8Ut. 1111; 5 0. 8. C. 

946) 

United States Civil Serv- 

, ICE Commission. 

tsEALl Wm. C. Hull, 

Executive Assistant. 

IF. R. Doc. 56-6063; PUod, July 26. 1956; 
8:53 a. m.| 


TITIE 16—COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 

Chopier I—-Federal Trade Commission 
(Docket 62141 

Fart 13— Digest op Cease and Desist 
Orders 


CUfTOED E, rice ET AL. 

Subpart— Acquiring confidential 
un/airfp: §13.1 Acquir 
^^ndential information unfairly. Si 
^^^^Misrepresenting oneself c 
—Business status, advantages 
^nnccUons: 1 13.1370 Business me\ 
policies, and practice: f 13.h 
genera/; i 13.1513 Operafl< 
OcneraUy; $ 13.1520 Personnel or $U 
No. 145-a 


5 13.1560 Stock, product or service. Sub¬ 
part— Using misleading name —^Vendor: 
i 13.2425 Nature, in general. 

(Sec. 6.38 SUt. 721: 15 U S. C. 46 Tuterpret 
or apply aec. 5. 88 Stat. 719. ai amenOed; 15 

D. 8 C 45) ICeaM and deeitt order. Ctlllord 

E. Rice et al. t. a. Retail Board of Trade 
et al.. Chicago. lU... Docket 6214. July 6. 1956] 

In the Matter of Clifford E. Rice, Edith 

M. Rice and Frances M. Fischer, /ndl- 

viduals and Copartners, Trading as 

Retail Board of Trade and Edward E. 

Brim, an Individual 

This proceeding was heard by a hear¬ 
ing examiner on the complaint of the 
Commission charging three operators 
of a colk^ction agency in Chicago, who 
secured business through solicitors fur¬ 
nished with contract forms for listing 
delinquent accounts by retailers, profes¬ 
sional men, etc.. In various States for 
collection, with falsely representing 
through use of their trade name **Retall 
Board of Trade** that they were an 
organization of retailers; with repre¬ 
senting falsely through statements of 
solicitors and by means of the contract 
forms that there would be no charge if 
no collections were made on a claim, 
that their maximum fee was 50 percent, 
that-fees would be charged only against 
accounts on which collections were 
made; and with representing falsely 
through statements and form letters and 
through the prominent use thereon of 
the term '‘Liquidation** that it was to 
the debtor's financial advantage to 
reply or that information provided by 
the employer would be to the employee's 
financial advantage, that their organ¬ 
ization was a credit rating agency, or 
that field investigators would be sent to 
debtor's homes and neighbors unless the 
information requested was furnished. 

Following respondents* filing of joint 
answers and hearings in due course, the 
hearing examiner made his initial deci¬ 
sion. including order to cease and desist, 
which, after review and modification by 
the Commission, became on July 6, by 
order of June 29. the decision of the 
Commission. 

The order to cease and desist Is as 
follows: 

It is ordered that this action be, and 
the same hereby is, dismissed as to the 
respondent Clifiord E. Rice, deceased. 

It is ordered. That this action be. and 
the same hereby is, dismissed as to the 
respondent Clifford E. Rice, deceased. 

// is further ordered. That respondents 
Edith M. Rice and Frances M. Fischer, 
individuals and the surviving copartners 
of Clifford E. Rice, deceased, now- trading 
as Retail Board of Trade, or trading un¬ 
der any other name, respondent Edward 
£. Brim, an Individual, and respondents’ 
representatives, agents or employees, di¬ 
rectly or through any corporate or other 
device, in oonnectKm with the solicitation 
of accounts for collection in commerce, 
as "commerce" is defined in the Federal 
Trade Commission Act. do hereby cease 
and desist from: 

1. Representing, directly or by impli¬ 
cation; 

(a) That no charges will be made for 
accounts unless they are collected: 

(b) That a maximum of 50 percent, 
or any other percentage less than that 


actually charged, will be retained by 
respondents from accounts collected; 

(c) That no listing or other fees will 
be charged against uncollected accounts: 

(d) That respondents will make 
prompt regular or periodic reporU on 
claims in their hands for collections, un¬ 
less such reports are made at prompt 
and regular intervals. 

2. Using the name Retail Board of 
Trade or any other name of similar im¬ 
port to designate, describe or refer to 
re.spondents' business, or otherwise rep¬ 
resenting directly or by Implication that 
they are a trade or other organization of 
retailers or other businessmen. 

It is further ordered. That respondents 
Edith M. Rice and Frances M. Fischer, 
individuals and surviving copartners of 
Clifford E. Rice, deceased, now trading 
as Retail Board of Trade, or trading 
under any other name, respondent Ed¬ 
ward E. Brim, an Individual, and re¬ 
spondents' representatives, agents and 
employees, directly or through any cor¬ 
porate or other device. In connection 
with the collection of. or attempts to 
collect, accounts in commerce, do forth¬ 
with cease and desist from: 

1. Representing, directly or by im¬ 
plication: 

(a) That they are a credit rating 
agency, or are engaged in making credit 
invesUgations or reports for banks or 
business houses, or that the information 
requested in printed forms, or written 
matter is to be used for other than the 
collection of debts from the subjects of 
the forms; 

(b) That their business is other than a 
collection agency. 

(c) That they employ investigators or 
collectors to make personal calls on 
debtors. 

2. Using the name "Retail Board of 
Trade." or any other name of similar 
Import to designate, describe or refer to 
respondents* business or otherwise rep¬ 
resenting. directly or by Implication that 
they are a trade or other organization of 
retailers or other businessmen. 

By **Decision of the Commission", re¬ 
port of compliance was required as 
follows: 

It is further ordered. That respondents 
herein shall, within sixty (60) days after 
service upon them of this order, file with 
the Commission a report in WTiUng set¬ 
ting forth in detail the manner and form 
in which they have complied with the 
order to cease and desist contained in the 
aforesaid initial decision. 

Issued: June 29,1056. 

By the Commission. 

ISEAL) Robert M. Parrish, 

5ecrefary, 

]P. R, Doc. 56-6079; FUed. July 26. 1956; 

8:52 a. m.j 


/Docket 6481] 

Part 13— Digest of Cease and Desist 
Orders 

(XniLD'S, INC., ET AL. 

Subpart— Advertising falsely or mlr- 
leadingly: 113.30 Composiflon of goods: 
Fur Products Labeling Act: i 13.73 For- 
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maJ regulatory and statutory reauire^* 
ments: Fur Products Liabcling Act. Sub¬ 
part—/ nvoicing products falsely: 

( 13.1108 Invoicing products falsely: Fur 
Products LabeUnR Act. Subpart— Mis^ 
branding or mislabeling: 113.1100 Com- 
position: Pur Products LAbeling Act; 

113.1212 Formal regulatory and status 
tory regulrements: Pur Products Label¬ 
ing Act: ( 13.1325 Source or origin: 
Maker or seller, etc.: Pur Products La¬ 
beling Act; Place: Pur Products Labeling 
Act. Subpart—/VccFlecttng. unfairly or 
deceptively, to make material disclosure: 

§ 13.1845 Composition: FUr Products La¬ 
beling Act: 1 13.1852 Formal regulatory 
and statutory requirements: Pur Prod¬ 
ucts Labeling Act; S 13.1870 Nature: Fur 
Products Labeling Act; 8 13.1900 Source 
or origin: Pur Products Labeling Act: 
Maker or seller, etc.: Place. 

(Sec. 8. 38 Slat. 731: 15 U 8. C. 48. Interpret 
or apply aee. 5, 38 Slat. 719. aa amended: see. 
8. 85 SUt. 179: 15 U. 8. C. 46.601) f Cease and 
desist order. Oould^. Xnc., ot aU Minneapolis. 
Minn.. Docket 8481. July 14. 19581 

In the Matter of GouldX Inc., a Corpo¬ 
ration, arid William L. Oould, Freda M. 

Gould and Clyde M. Gould, Individu¬ 
ally and as Officers of Said Corporation 

This proceeding was heard by a hear¬ 
ing examiner on the complaint of the 
Commission—charging a Minneapolis 
furrier with violating the Pur Products 
Labeling Act through failing to disclose 
In advertisements in newspapers the 
true names of animals producing the fur 
and that certain fur products contained 
or were composed of arliflcally colored 
fur; by failing to maintain adequate rcc-* 
ords disclosing the facts on which com¬ 
parative price and percentage price 
claims were made; by xnisbrandlng prod¬ 
ucts through falling to set forth on labels 
attached thereto, information as re¬ 
quired by the act; and by failing to in¬ 
voice certain products as required—and 
an agreement between counsel providing 
for entry of a consent order. 

On this basis, the hearing examiner 
made his initial decision, including order 
to cease and desist, which by order of 
June 29 became on July 14 the decision 
of the Commission. 

The order to cease and desist is as 
follows: 

It is ordered. That respondents 
Gould's. Inc., a corporation, and its offi¬ 
cers, and William L. Gk>u1d. Freda M. 
Ck)uld and Clyde M. Oould. Individually 
and as officers of said corporation, and 
their agents, representatives and em¬ 
ployees. directly or through any corpo¬ 
rate or other device. In connection with 
the Introduction, or the sale, advertise¬ 
ment. offer for sale, transportation or 
distribution of fur products In commerce, 
or in connection with the sale, advertis¬ 
ing. offering for sale, transportation or 
distribution of fur products which have 
been made in whole or In part of fur 
which had been shipped and received in 
commerce, as •'commerce/* ••fur" and 
•'fur products" are defined In the Fur 
Products Labeling Act* do forthwith 
cease and desist from: 
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A. Falsely or deceptively advertising 
fur products through the use of any ad¬ 
vertisement. representation, public an¬ 
nouncement or notice, which Is Intended 
to aid. promote or assist, directly or in¬ 
directly. In the sale or offering for sale of 
fur products, and which: 

1. Pails to disclose the name or names 
of the animal or animals producing the 
fur or furs contained in fur products as 
set forth in the Pur Products Nome 
Guide as prescribed under the rules and 
regulations; 

2. Fails to disclose that fur products 
contain or are composed of bleached, 
dyed, or otherwise artificially colored fur. 
when such is the fact; 

3. Contains the name or names of any 
animal or animats other than the name 
or names specified in Paragraph Ad) 
above; 

4. Makes comparative or percentage 
pricing claims, unless there is maintained 
by respondents full and adequate records 
disclosing the facts upon which such 
claims and representations are based, as 
required by Rule 44 (e) of the rules and 
regulations: 

B. Misbranding fur products by: 

1. Falling to affix labels to fur products 
showing: 

(a) The name or names of the animal 
or animals producing the fur or furs 
contained in the fur product as set forth 
in the Pur Products Name Guide and as 
prescribed under the rules and regula¬ 
tions; 

(b) That the fur product contains or 
is composed of" used fur. when such is a 
fact; 

(c) That the fur product contains or 
Is composed of bleached, dyed, or arti¬ 
ficially colored fur. when such Is a fact; 

(di That the fur product is composed 
In whole or In substantial part of paws, 
tails, bellies or waste fur, when such is 
a fact; 

(e) The name, or other Identification 
Issued and registered by the Commission, 
of one or more persons who manufac¬ 
tured such fur product for introduction 
Into commerce, introduced It Into com¬ 
merce. sold it in commerce, advertised or 
offered for sale In commerce, or trans¬ 
ported or distributed it in commerce: 

(f) The name of the coimtry of origin 
of any Imported furs used in tlic fur 
product; 

2. Setting forth on labels attached to 
fur products the name or names of any 
animal or animals other than the name 
or names provided for In Paragraph B 
(1) (a) above; 

3. Setting forth on labels attached to 
fur products: 

(a) Required information in abbrevi¬ 
ated form; 

(b> Non-requlred Information mingled 
with required Information; 

(c) Required Information in hand¬ 
writing; 

<d> The term "blended" as a part of 
the required information to describe the 
pointing, bleaching, dyeing or tlp-dye- 
Ing of furs, in violation of Rule 19 (e) 
of the rules and regulations; 

C. Falsely or deceptively invoicing fur 
products by: 


1. Palling to furnish Invoices to pur¬ 
chasers of fur products showing: 

(a) The name or names of the animal 
or animals producing the fur or furs con¬ 
tained in the fur product as set forth in 
the Fur Products Name Guide and as 
prescribed under the rules and regula¬ 
tions; 

(b) That the fur product contains or is 
composed of used fur, when such is a 
fact; 

<c) That the fur product contains or 
Is composed of bleached, dyed, or ar¬ 
tificially colored fur. when such is a fact; 

<d) That the fur product is composed 
in whole or in substantial part of paws, 
tails, bellies, or waste fur, when such is 
a fact; 

(e> The name and address of the per¬ 
son issuing such invoices; 

(f) The name of the country of origin 
of any Imported furs contained in the 
fur product; 

2. Setting forth, on Invoices pertaining 
to fur products, required information in 
abbreviated form; 

3. Using the term •blended" on In¬ 
voices as a part of the required informa¬ 
tion to describe the pointing, bleaching, 
dyeing or Up-dyeing of furs, in violation 
of Rule 19 (e) of the rules and regu- 

* laUons. 

By "Decision of the Commission" etc^ 
report of compliance was required as 
follows: 

It is ordered. That respondents 
Gould's. Inc., a corporation, and William 
L. Oould. Freda M. Oould and Clyde M. 
Oould. Individually and as officers of said 
corporation, shall, within sixty (60) days 
after service upon them of this order, 
file with the Commission a report in 
writing setUng forth in detail the man¬ 
ner and form in which they have com¬ 
plied with the order to cease and desist. 

By the Commission. 

Issued: June 29.1956. 

[scALl Robert M. Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[P. R. Doc. B8-8080; Piled. July 28, 1956; 

8:53 a. m.J 


(Docket 8306] 

Part 13— Digest or Cease aicd Desist 
Orders 

DEXTER thread MILLS, INC., ET AL. 

Subpart— Misrepresenting oneself and 
goods —business status, advantages or 
connections; 8 13.1400 Dealer as manu¬ 
facturer; 8 13.1435 History: iMisrepre- 
senting oneself and goods ]—Prices: 
8 13.1820 Retail or selling as dealers, 
wholesale, or factory distributor's. Sub- 
part— Using misleading name—Goods: 
1 13.2323 Prices:^ {Using misleading 
Tmmel—Vendor: 8 13.2445 Producer or 
laboratory status of dealer or seller, 

(Sec. 6. 38 8Ut. 721; IS V. 8. C. 48. 
or apply aec. S, 38 Stat. 719, as aniende^is 
U- 8. O. 45) ICeaae and dcaUt order. 
Thread MUU. Inc,, et al.. Elgin. III., Docsev 
6308. July 18. 1968] 


»Now. 
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;« the Matter of Dexter Thread Mills, 
tne^ a Corporation, Tradino as Lee 
Ward Mills and Also as Leeward Mills 
and Sidney C. FtriA: and Ralph A. Fried, 
Individually and as Officers of Said 
Corporation 

This proceeding was heard by a hear¬ 
ing examiner on the complaint of the 
Commission—charging a corporation 
and its officers with representing falsely, 
through use of the words •‘Thread Mills“ 
or the word “Mills” in their corporate or 
trade name and otherwise, that they were 
manufacturers of the needle-craft items 
they sold by mall order to the general 
public and that the merchandise was 
sold at mill prices; and with representing 
falsely on catalogs and elsewhere that 
they had been in btisine&s “Since 1820“— 
and an agreement between the parties 
containing consent order to cease and 
desist. 

On this basis, the hearing examiner 
made his initial decision, including or¬ 
der to cease and desist, which by order 
of June 29 became on July 18 the deci¬ 
sion of the Conunisslon. 

The order io cease and desist is as 
follows: 

It is ordered. That Respondents Dexter 
Thread Mills, Inc., a corporation, also 
trading as Lee Ward Mills, Leeward Mills, 
or under any other name or names, and 
its officers, and Sidney C. Fink and Ralph 
A. PriecL individually and as officers of 
said corporation, and respondents' 
agents, representatives and employees, 
directly or through any corporate or 
other device. In connection with the of¬ 
fering for sale, sale and distribution of 
merchandise to the general public, in 
commerce, as '‘commerce” Is defined in 
the Federal Trade Commission Act, do 
forthwith cease and desist from: 

1. Using the words “Thread Mills*' 
or the word -Mills”, or any other word or 
words of similar import or meaning, as 
8 part of the corporate or trade name; 
or otherwise representing, directly or by 
implication, that Respondents, or any of 
them, manufacture the merchandise 
sold or offered for sale by them; except 
that nothing contained herein shall be 
construed to prohibit Respondents from 
representing that the nylon yam and 
hylon products, or any other products, 
»ld by Respondents are manufactured 
hy them when such is the case; 

2. Representing, dlrecUy or by Im¬ 
plication, that their merchandise is sold 
or offered for sale at mill prices; 

3. Representing, directly or indirectly, 
that the business of Respondents was 
established prior to 1946. 

By “Decision of the Commission”, etc., 
report of compliance was required as 
loUowi: 

It is ordered. That respondents Dexter 
^ircad Milis, Inc., a corporation, trad- 
hig as Lee Ward Mills and also as Lee¬ 
ward Mills and Sidney C. Fink and Ralph 
A. Pried, individually and as officers of 
corporation, shall, within sixty (60) 
after service upon them of this 
®wer. file with the Commission a report 
m wrlUng setting forth in deUll the 
manner and form In which they have 


complied with the order to cease and 
desist. 

Issued: June 29. 1956. 

By the Commission^ 

(ssALl Robert M. Parrish. 

Secretary. 

IF. R Doc. 66-6081: FUed, July 26. 1966; 
8:53 a m.J 


(Docket 68041 

Part 13— ^Digest or Cease and Desist 
Orders 

H. J. HEINE CO. ET AL. 

Subpart —Boycotting seller •suppliers: * 
Sec. 13.302 Boycotting seller-suppliers} 
8 u b p a r t—Combintaa or cottspiring: 
1 13.392 To boycott seller-suppliers; ^ 
1 13.472 To restrain cooperatives' activ¬ 
ities. Subp&rt—Controlling, unfairly, 
seller-suppliers: 1 13.535 Controlling, un¬ 
fairly, seUer-suppliers. 

(Sec. 6. 38 SUt. 721: 15 U. 8. C. 46. Inter¬ 
pret or apply aec. 5. 38 8Ut. 719. m amended; 
15 0. 8. C. 45) (Cease and deeUt order. 
H. J. Heinz Company (PltUburgb. Pa.) et 
aL. Docket 6094, June 29. 2956) 

In the Matter of H. J. Heim Company, 
Campbell Soup Company, Joseph 
Campbell Company, Stokely Van- 
Camp, Inc., Bauer Cannery, Inc., Beck¬ 
man dk Gast Co., Inc., Buckeye Can¬ 
ning Co., Inc., Foster Canning, Inc., 
Gibsonburg Canning Company, Inc., 
Greenville Canning Co., Inc., Hirzel 
Canning Company, Hunt Foods, Inc., 
Hunt Foods of Ohio, Inc., Lake Erie 
Canning Co. of Sandusky, St. Mary's 
Packing Co., Inc., Sharp Canning Co., 
J, Weller Company, Wlnorr Canning 
Company, Corporations, Their Officers, 
Directors, Agents, Representatives and 
Employees: Charles F. Boucher, Indi¬ 
vidually, and as a Copartner in the 
Partnership of Bryan Canning Co,: 
Richard C. Boucher, Individually, as a 
Copartner in the Partnership of Bryan 
Canning Co., and as a Director of The 
Ohio Conners Association, Inc.; George 
A. Hathaway,Individually,as the Pres¬ 
ent Sole Owner, and Formerly as a 
Copartner in the Partnership of Home 
Canning Co.: Lawrence B. Hall, Indi¬ 
vidually, and as a Former Copartner in 
the Partnership of Home Canning Co.: 
Robert H. Timmer, Individually, and 
as a Copartner in the Partnership of 
Tip Top Canning Co.; Thomas G. Tim¬ 
mer, Individually, as a Copartner in 
the Partnership of Tip Top Canning 
Co.: end as Second Vice President of 
The Ohio Canners Association, Inc., 
Henry A. Diegel, Individually, and 
Trading Under the Name and Style of 
Diegel Canning Co.; Luke F, Beckman, 
Individually, and Trading Under the 
Name and Style of Minster Canning 
Co.: Charles F, Stemley, Individually, 
and Trading Under the Name and 
Style of Stemley Canning Co., and as 
a Director of The Ohio Canners Asso¬ 
ciation, Inc.; The Ohio Canners Asso¬ 
ciation, Inc., Incorporated as The Ohio 
Canners Association; Walter A. Scheid, 


•New. 


/nd(p(d«ai/ir, as President of The Ohio 
Canners Association, Inc., and as Man¬ 
ager of the Napoleon, Ohio, Plant of 
Campbell Soup Company: French 
Jenkins, Individually, and as First Vice 
President of The Ohio Canners Associ¬ 
ation, Inc.; Paul Hinkle, Individually, 
and as Secretary-Treasurer of The 
Ohio Canners Association, Inc.; Roy 
Irons, Individually, and as Assistant to 
the President of The Ohio Canners 
Association, Inc.; Paul Kom, Norman 
M. Spain, Karl Hirzel, and Leroy Wen¬ 
ger, Individually, and as Directors of 
The Ohio Canners Association, Inc.: 
Albert F. Dreyer, Individually, and as 
Secretary-Treasurer of Indiana Can¬ 
ners Association, Inc.: Joseph J. Wil¬ 
son, Individually, and as Manager of 
Contract Crops of H. J. Heinz Com¬ 
pany; Howard E. McKinley, Individu¬ 
ally, and as Midwest Regional Manager 
of Manufacturing for H. J. Heinz Com¬ 
pany; Everitt E. Richard, Individually, 
and as Manager of the Bowling Green, 
Ohio, Plant of H. J. Heim Company: 
Cyril P. Roberts, IndtxAdually, and as 
Manager of the Fremont, Ohio, Plant 
of H. J. Heinz Company; Edgar W, 
Montell, Individually, and as Manager, 
Agricultural Department of Joseph 
Campbell Company; Harold R. CoUard, 
Individually, and as Divisional Man¬ 
ager, Agricultural Department of Jo¬ 
seph Campbell Company; Herbert F, 
Krimendahl, Individually, and as Pres¬ 
ident of Stokely Van-Camp, Inc.: 
Samuel Hammond, Individually, and 
as District Manager of the Ohio Plants 
of Stokely Van-Camp, Inc.; Russell 
Kline, Individually, and as Assistant 
District Manager of the Ohio Plants 
of Stokely Van-Camp, Inc.; A. A. Ehr- 
man iFirst Name Unknown'^, Individ¬ 
ually, and as Manager of the Curtice, 
Ohio, Plant of Stokely Van-Camp, 
Inc.; George W. Conelly, Individually, 
and as Manager of the Wauseon, Ohio, 
Plant of Winorr Canning Company, 
George Wenger, Individually, as Sec¬ 
retary-Treasurer and Manager of Lake 
Erie Canning Co. of Sandusky 

This proceeding was heard by a hear¬ 
ing examiner on the complaint of the 
Crommission charging 18 corporations, 
their officers and directors, and a number 
of partnerships, engaged in the tomato 
processing business, a trade association 
and its officers, etc., and the secretary- 
treasurer of a second trade association, 
with engaging in a planned common 
course of action to boycott and other¬ 
wise illegally Interfere with tomato 
growers in the "Ohio tomato area” from 
whom they purchased tomatoes, and to 
fix and maintain prices to be paid for 
raw tomatoes. Following respondents* 
answers, hearings in due course, and 
filing of respondents' motions to dismiss, 
the hearing examiner rendered his first 
initial decision dismissing the complaint 
as to the smaller processors and dismiss¬ 
ing charges of concerted price fixing. 

Upon appeal, the ruling was affirmed 
In an opinion by Chairman Owynne and 
the case remanded for further hearing. 
At the conclusion of such hearings, the 
hearing examiner foimd that a con¬ 
spiracy did exist but held that, because 
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of the termination of the Illegal acts 
prior to the complaint and other cir¬ 
cumstances, no order should issue, and 
accordingly dismissed the charges with¬ 
out prejudice. From this, both sides 
appealed. 

Having heard the matter on briefs and 
oral argument, the Commission, on June 
29. 1956. in an opinion by Chairman 
Gwynne rendered its decision in which 
it denied respondents’ appeal, granted 
In part and denied in part the appeal 
of counsel supporting the complaint, dis¬ 
missed the complaint as to certain of the 
i^espondents. and directed entry of an 
order to cease and desist as to the 
eleven remaining. Commissioned An¬ 
derson filed a dissent disagreeing with 
the dismissal of a certain respondent. 

The order to cease and desist and the 
order requiring report of compliance 
therewith are as follows: 

Jt is ordered. That the findings of fact 
and conclusions, excepting those conclu¬ 
sions that the complaint should be dis¬ 
missed without prejudice because of the 
discontinuance of the practices involved, 
as contained In the hearing examiner’s 
Initial decision be. and they hereby are, 
adopted as the findings of fact and con¬ 
clusions of the Commission; and 

It is further ordered. That the com¬ 
plaint be. and it hereby is. dismissed as to 
corporate respondents. Oibsonburg Can¬ 
ning Company. Inc.. Sharp Canning Co.. 
Hunt Foods. Inc., and as to the individual 
respondents. Joseph J. Wilson. Howard 
E. McKinley, Everitt E. Richard. Cyril P. 
Roberts. Edgar W. MonteU. Harold R. 
Collard. Herbert F. Krimendahl. Samuel 
Hammond. Russell Kline. A. A. Ehrman, 
George W. Conelly and George Wenger, 
in their individual capacities: and 

It is further ordered, Tliat respondents. 
H. J. Heinz Company, Campbell Soup 
Company. Joseph Campbell Company, 
Stokely Van-Camp. Inc., Bauer Cannery, 
Inc., Poster Canning. Inc., Hirzel Can¬ 
ning Company. Lake Erie Canning Co. of 
Sandusky. J. Weller Company, Winorr 
Canning Company, and Hunt Foods of 
Ohio, Inc., their respective officers, 
agents, representatives and employees, 
directly or through any corporate or 
other device. In or in connection with 
Uie procuring, purchasing or contracting 
for the purchase of raw tomatoes in com¬ 
merce. as ••commerce’* is defined in the 
Federal Trade Commission Act. do forth¬ 
with cease and desist from entering into, 
continuing, cooperating in. or carrying 
out any planned common course of ac¬ 
tion. understanding, agreement, com¬ 
bination or conspiracy between or among 
any two or more of said respondents, or 
between any one or more of said re¬ 
spondents and others not parties hereto, 
to do or perform any of the following acts 
or things: 

(a) Refusing to grant recognition of or 
to negotiate or deal with Cannery Grow¬ 
ers. Inc., an association of tomato 
growers, as a bargaining agent for its 
grower members; 

<b> Refusing to purchase or to con¬ 
tract to purchase tomatoes from growers 
who UTt members of Cannery Growers, 
Inc. 

It is further ordered. That respondents, 
H. J. Heinz Company, Campbell Soup 
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Company. Joseph Campbell Company, 
Stokely Van-Camp, Inc., Bauer Cannery, 
Inc., Poster Canning. Inc., Hirzel Can¬ 
ning Company, Lake Erie Canning Com¬ 
pany of Sandusky, J. Weller Company. 
Winorr Canning Company, the Hunt 
Foods of Ohio. Inc., shall, within sixty 
(60) days after service upon them of this 
order, file with the Commission a report 
In writing setting forth in detail the 
manner and form in which they have 
complied with this order. 

By the Commission, Commissioner 
Anderson dissenting as to dismissal of 
the complaint as to respondent Hunt 
Foods. Inc., and Commissioner Kem not 
participating. 

Issued: June 29.1956. 

iszALl Robert M. Parrish, 

Secretary. 

(P. R. Doo. 56-6062: Filed, July 26. 1956: 
8:53 a. m.| 


TITLE 36—PARKS, FORESTS, AND 
MEMORIALS 

Chapter I—Nationol Parle Service, 
Department of the Interior 

Part 20—Special Reculatiohs 

EVEROLAOBS HATXOKAL PARK 

1. Paragraph iu), Commercial fishing, 
subparagraph (7). of {20.45, entitled 
Everglades Uaiional Park, Is amended to 
read as follows: 

(7) Crab traps shall have rectangular 
openings not to exceed sixteen square 
inches in area and the longer dimension 
shall not exceed five inches. Crab traps 
shall be buoyed. 

(See. 3. 39 Stat. 635. M amended, aec. 209, 
48 SUt. 205; 16 U. S. C. 8. 40 U. 8. C. 400) 

Issued this 13th day of July 1956. 

(seal] George W. Frt, 

Acting Superiyitendent, 
Everglades National Park. 

(F R. Doo. 56-6060: FUed, July 26. 1956: 
8:49 a. m.) 


TITLE 47—TELECOMMUNI¬ 
CATION 

Chapter I—Federal Communications 
Commission 

1 Docket No. 11516; TOC 56-7401 
IRuIea Arndt. 8-22] 

Paet 3—Radio Broadcast SERncES 

TABLE or ASSIGNMENTS 

In the matter of amendment of { 3.666 
Table of assignments, rules governing 
television broadcast stations. iBryan- 
CoUege Station, Texas), 

1. The Commission has before it for 
consideration its Notice of Proposed Rule 
Making issued in this proceeding on Oc¬ 
tober 6, 1955 <FCC 55-993). The NoUco 
was issued pursuant to the petition filed 
on July 5, 1955, by John M. Lawrence 
m. individually and as trustee for W. C. 
Mitchell. Prank Beale. O. 8. Parker, 
Brazos A. Varlsco, and John M. Law¬ 


rence. to make Channel 3. presently 
reserved In College Station. Texas for 
education, available for commercial use. 
Petitioner requested that Channel 3 be 
assigned to Bryan-College Station and 
that either Channel 48. assigned to Col¬ 
lege Station, or Channel 54. assigned to 
Bryan, be reserved for educational use 
in place of Channel 3. 

2. Comments in support of the pro¬ 
posed amendments were filed by the 
Br> an Independent School District. Op- 
po^tions to the proposal were filed by 
Texas Agricultural and Mechanical Col¬ 
lege System, College Station, Texas and 
the Joint Council on Educational Televi¬ 
sion. 

3. In support of the proposed amend¬ 
ment. petitioner alleg^ that since the 
assignment of Channel 3 to College Sta¬ 
tion in 1952, no action has been taken to 
make use of the channel and that there 
is no evidence that such use is even re¬ 
motely considered at this or within 
the foreseeable future. Petitioner states 
that Bryan, the county seat and the larg¬ 
est city of Brazos C^ounty, has a popula¬ 
tion of 23,883 persons, and that an ad¬ 
ditional 6,000 inhabitants reside within 
a 2-mile radius of the city limits; that 
the population of College Station is in 
excess of 10,000; that the Texas Agri¬ 
cultural and Mechanical College of 
Texas, located at College Station, has a 
student body of approximately 6.500 stu¬ 
dents and that 2,500 air force personnel 
and 600 civilians reside at l^an Air 
Force Base. 6 miles west of Bryan; that 
the Bry'^an-College Station area, of which 
Bryan is the retail trade center, is actu¬ 
ally one trade territory, and that it has 
experienced a rapid and consistent 
growth since 1940. Petitioner further 
asserts that numerous existing VHP tele¬ 
vision stations can be received in the 
Bryan-College Station area; and that no 
UHF signal can be received within 50 
miles of the area and. accordingly, the 
television receivers owned by the resi¬ 
dents of this area are equipped only 
receive VHP signals. Petitioner repre¬ 
sents that if Channel 3 is made available 
for commercial use. it will apply for a 
station. 

4. The Bryan Independent School Dis¬ 
trict in support of the proposed amend¬ 
ment asserts that there is no chance, 
either at this time or in the foreseeable 
future, for it to operate an educational 
television station on Channel 3; that pe¬ 
titioner has offered to make time avail¬ 
able to the school district and other local 
educational Institutions on the proposed 
commercial station; and that the edu¬ 
cational program of the area would be 
furthered by having time for education 
programs made available on the proposed 
commercial station rather than to con¬ 
tinue the unused educational reservation* 

6. In Opposition to the proposed 
amendment. Texas Agricultural and Me¬ 
chanical College System maintains t^® 
of the three channels assigned to 
Bryan-College Station area, only VHr 
Channel 3 is of any value for educational 
purposes: that it has been making a care¬ 
ful study of the growing use of cd^J^ 
tional television; and that in view of me 
growing importance of television as B" 
educational tool, the reservation of 
Channel 3 in CoUege StaUon should oe 
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continued to afford it the opportunity of 
entering the field of educational tele* 
Tision* 

6. The Joint Council on Educational 
Television argues that since 1952. educa¬ 
tion has made great strides in using tele¬ 
vision for education; that 18 communi- 
ties now have educational television 
stations in operation, serving more than 
40.000.000 people, that 3 other conunun* 
Ities have educational stations under 
construction which will be in operation 
soon; and that 7 communities have made 
substantial progress in plans to build 
stations. JCET further argues that 
there has been considerable interest in 
educational television in Texas evidenced 
by the fact that in 1953 the Texas State 
L^islature adopted aTesolution request, 
ing the Commissioner of Education to 
appoint a Committee to look into the 
question and that in May 1955. the 
Texas Senate adopted Resolution No. 60 
requesting the Commissioner of Educa¬ 
tion to continue the work of the Com¬ 
mittee. It also alleges that since two- 
thirds of the channels reserved for 
educational use are UHP it would be 
basically unfair to delete a VHP channel 
which has been reserved simply be¬ 
cause a commercial firm seeks its 
use for commercial purposes; that if 
educational reservations are deleted or 
shifted from VHP to UHP, educational 
leaders will not be able to continue their 
long-range planning looking toward the 
activation of these channels and the de¬ 
velopment of educational television sta¬ 
tions will be doomed. 

7. In the Sixth Report and Order we 
wcognised that educational interests 
faced difficulties in using television for 
educational purposes which would not be 
encountered by commercial Interests. 
Accordingly, we reserved the educational 
channels to give local educational Inter¬ 
ests adequate time to prepare for televl- 
«ion. However, wc expected that local 
educational interests would, within a 
reasonable time, undertake to formulate 
concrete plans for the utilization of the 
reserved channels and begin promptly to 
take definite affirmative action looking 
toward the fulfillment of those plans. In 
the absence of substantial evidence that 

educational interests in a locality 
have made constructive efforts to fulfill 
these expectations, we cannot justify the 
continued reservation of avaUable spoc- 
tnim space for educational purposes, 
particularly where there Is evidence of a 
demand for the reserved channel for a 
commercial station which would provide 
telc\"l8lon service to a substantial number 
of persons. The record In this proceed- 
1^ is devoid of any evidence that the 
^catlonal interests In College Station 
made any concrete plans or taken 
amrmatlvc action looking toward the use 
Channel 3 other than studies of the 
^wing use of educational television, 
yfi the contrary, certain educational In- 
l^rcsts in the area have stated that there 
» 00 prospect at this time or In the fore- 
J^ble future of operating an educa- 
wmjal television station on this channel 
^ that the educational program of the 
would be furthered by having time 
made available on the proposed com¬ 
mercial station rather than continuing 


the educational reservation. These cir¬ 
cumstances. w’eighed in the light of the 
important fact that making *3 available 
for commercial use would enable this 
area to obtain a first local television sta¬ 
tion, have persuaded us that the Table of 
Television Assignments should be 
amended to make Channel 3 available for 
commercial use and reserve Channel 48 
in College Station for education. 

8. Authority for the adoption of the 
amendment herein is contained in sec¬ 
tions 4 (i>.301. 303 (c), (d), (f) and <r), 
and 307 (b) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended. 

9. In view of the foregoing: It is 
ordered. That effective August 27. 1956. 
the Table of Television Assignments con¬ 
tained in 4 3.606 as amended insofar os 
the communities named are concerned, 
as follows: 


City: Channel ATo. 

Bryan-College Sution. Tex_... 34* 


Colleg* SteUoa. Tbx...... __ *48 

(Sec. 4. 48 aut. 2066. M Amended; 47 U. 8. C. 
154. Interprets or applies sees. 301. 303. 307, 
48 Stat. 1081. 1082. 1083; 47 U. 8. C. 301. 303, 
307.) 

Adopted: July 19.1956. 

Released: July 23,1956. 

FIDCSAL COKmmiCATIONS 

Commission,* 

fszALl KIasy Jane Morris. 

Secretary, 

(F. R. Doo. 58-6038: Filed. July 26. 1056; 
8:45 A. m.| 


IDocket No. 11715; FCC 68-7561 
(Rules Arndt. 3-24] 

Part 3— Radio Broadcast Services 

TABLE OF ASSIGNMENTS 

In the matter of amendment of I 3.806 
Table of Asstynments, Television Broad¬ 
cast Stations (Port Wayne, Indiana). 

1. The Commission has before It for 
consideration its Notice of Proposed 
Rule Making Issued in this proceeding on 
May 24. 1956 (FCC 56-481) and pub- 
lislied in the Federal Register on May 
30. 1956 (21 F. R. 3699), proposing to 
amend the commission’s Table of Tele¬ 
vision channel assignments by shifting 
Channel 21+ from Huntington to Fort 
Wayne, Indiana. 

2. Comments have been filed by James 
R. Fleming, survivor of James R. Flem¬ 
ing and Paul V. McNutt, doing business 
as Anthony Wayne Broadcasting, an 
applicant in the comparative proceeding 
for Channel 69 at Port Wayne; Tri-State 
Television. Inc., permittee of Station 
WINT at Waterloo, Indiana; and the 
Huntington Chamber of Commerce. A 
Reply was filed by Sarkes Tandan. Inc., 
applicant for a new station on Channel 
21 at Roanoke. Indiana. 

3. Three UHF channels—Channels 27, 
33 and 69—are presently assigned to 
Port Waime. a city of approximately 
134.000 persons located in the northeast 
portion of Indiana. Channel 27 is re- 
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served for noncommercial educational 
use and is unoccupied. Northeastern 
Indiana Broadcasting Company operates 
Station WKJG-TV on Channel 33, and 
Radio Fort Wayne. Inc,, has been issued 
a construction permit for Station WANE 
on Channel 69.* Channel 21, originally 
assigned to Fort Wayne in the Sixth Re¬ 
port and Order, w^as removed from that 
city because of the discovery that it did 
not meet all the required mileage separa¬ 
tions. It was later assigned to the com¬ 
munity of Huntington, Indiana, a com¬ 
munity of 15.079 persons located about 
22 miles southwest of Fort Wayne. No 
other channels are assigned to Hunting- 
ton. Sarkes Tarzian, Inc. is an appli¬ 
cant. imder the **15 mile” rule, for a new 
station on Channel 21 (assigned to Hunt¬ 
ington) at Roanoke. Indiana, a com¬ 
munity of 808 persons located about 14 
miles southwest of Fort Wayne. The 
only other assignment in the area is 
CTiannel 15. assigned to Angola, Indiana, 
approximately 38 miles north of Fort 
Wayne. Tri-State Television. Inc., op¬ 
erates Station WINT on this channel at 
Waterloo. Indiana, under the **15 mile” 
rule.* Waterloo is a community of 1.414 
persons located 14.2 miles south of An¬ 
gola and 24 miles north of Fort Wayne. 
A petition for rule making was filed on 
February 3.1956. by Tri-State Television, 
Inc., requesting that Channel 15 be re¬ 
assigned to Fort Wajme and Channel 77 
substituted therefor in Angola, and the 
Commission has this date instituted rule 
making on this proposal. 

4. Anthony Wayne Broadcasting sup¬ 
ports the reassignment of Channel 21 
from Huntington to Fort Wayne, pro¬ 
vided it Is made available to the success¬ 
ful applicant for Channel 69 at Fort 
Wayne; otherwise, it urges that Channel 
21 remain at Huntington. It contends 
that it applied for and prosecuted Its ap¬ 
plication for Cliannel 69 through a com¬ 
parative hearing and subsequent pro¬ 
ceedings for review only because Channel 
21 was deleted from Fort Wayne and 
Channel 69 substituted therefor. It 
points out that the outcome of the Chan¬ 
nel 69 proceeding Is still uncertain in 
light of the pending appeal proceedings 
In the United States Court of Appeals, 
and urges that unless Channel 21 is made 
available to the contestants for Channel 
69 in the event it is reassigned to Fort 
Wayne, those who underwent the com¬ 
parative proceeding in reliance on the 
Commission's former action In deleting 
Channel 69 from Port Wayne, will be un¬ 
justly penalized. Tt further states that 
the applicant for Channel 21 at Roanoke 
is in reality seeking to serve Fort V/ayne 
and that It would be an abuse of the 
Commission's processes to reward that 
applicant who. by representing that it 
intended to serve a wholly different area. 


* On June 13,1056. the Commiialon author* 
ised the tranafer ot SUtUoo WINT on Chan¬ 
nel 15 In Waterloo. Indiana, to Universal 
Broadcasting Companr. Ino., owners of 100 
percent of the stock of Radio Fort Wayne. 
Inc. Universal stated In its application that 
It wlU surrender lu permit for atatlou 
WANE-TV on Channel 69 in Fort Wayne. 
The transfer becomes sffectlve 45 days from 
June 13th. 

• See footnote 1^ supra. 
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has escaped establishixig its qualifica* 
lions to serve Fort Wayne, 

6. Tri-SUte Television. Inc,, permit¬ 
tee of Station WINT on Channel IS at 
Waterloo, urges that its petition for 
ahifUng Channel 15 from Angola to Fort 
Wayne was filed before the Institution 
of the instant proceeding, and should be 
acted upon prior to the proposal to as¬ 
sign Channel 21 to Fort Wayne since its 
proposal involves an operating UHF 
station. 

6. The Huntington Chamber of Com¬ 
merce urges that Channel 21 be retained 
at Huntington. It also urges that the 
application pending for Channel 21 at 
Roanoke should be granted so that Hunt¬ 
ington can have its own TV outlet It 
points out that the application was filed 
for Roanoke, within 15 miles of either 
Huntington or Fort Wayne, in order to 
conform to the Commission’s Rules. 
The Chamber of Commerce submits that 
Huntington has needed an outlet for 
some time; that Huntington and Hunt¬ 
ington County have no radio or TV sta¬ 
tion or any outlet for local expression, 
and that the nearest radio and TV sta¬ 
tions are at Fort Wayne. While con¬ 
ceding that Fort Wayne has a larger 
population than Huntington, the Cham¬ 
ber of Commerce urges Uuit Fort Wayne 
should not be given a third commercial 
TV channel by depriving Huntington of 
its only assignment. It points out that 
H\mtington is in the heart of a rich agri¬ 
cultural area; that 34 religious groups, 
including a monastery and school, are 
in Huntington; that educational facili¬ 
ties include public schools, libraries, pa¬ 
rochial schools and colleges; that there 
arc many professional, civic, fraternal 
and labor organizations, societies and 
clubs; and that the largest Catholic pub¬ 
lishing house. Our Sunday Visitor. Inc., 
the Indiana Farmer’s Guide, and nu¬ 
merous other industries and industrial 
plants are located in Huntington and 
Roanoke or nearby towns. It states that 
the applicant for Channel 21 at Roanoke 
has included within its schedule pro¬ 
grams ailording local expression for 
various groups, as well as educational, 
agricultural, and network programs. 

7. In its reply Sarkes Tandan. Inc., 
urges that the subject proceeding for 
shifting Channel 21 to Fort Wayne be 
cancelled or withdrawn and that its 
pending application for Channel 21 be 
granted so that small communities in 
the area will have an outlet for local ex¬ 
pression and the residents of the Hunt- 
Ington-Roanoke-Fort Wayne area will be 
able to have a choice of three Instead of 
two stations. It claims that the conten¬ 
tions of Anthony Wayne to the effect 
that it represented In its application that 
it intended to serve a wholly different 
area than Fort Wayne when it was in 
reality intending to reach Pert Wayne 

through a back door” are without merit; 
that It intends to provide programming 
for the entire service area and has never 
contended that it would program exclu¬ 
sively for Huntington. Fort Wayne. Roa¬ 
noke. or any other community; that the 
close proximity of Huntington. Roanoke 
and Fort Wayne enables a station to 
serve more than one town; that Its prob¬ 
lems in connection with finding a suit¬ 
able transmitter site and the reasons for 
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selecting its proposed site are fully ex¬ 
plained in affidavits filed in connection 
with its application; and that its applica¬ 
tion complies with both present and pro¬ 
posed nilcs. 

8. Channel 21 was originally assigned 
to Port Wayne by the Sixth Report and 
Order, but was removed upon discovery 
that it did not meet ail minimum spac- 
ings. The Commission subsequently de¬ 
nied two requests for the reassignment of 
Channel 21 from Huntington to Port 
Wayne (Memorandum Opinion and Or¬ 
der. FCC 55-803. July 20. 1955). Our 
principal reason for doing so was based 
on the fact that the assignment of Chan¬ 
nel 21 to Fort Wayne could not be made 
In conformance with the minimum spac¬ 
ing requirements. Since that decision 
the Commission has considered in two 
rule making proceedings the matter of 
whether the minimum separation re¬ 
quirements should be relaxed to provide 
more flexibility in making assignments 
so as to permit additional service and 
more effective competition among sta¬ 
tions. These were the general television 
allocation proceeding in Docket No, 11532 
and a separate proceeding In Docket No. 
11714. In our Report and Order of June 
26. 1956. in the television allocation pro¬ 
ceeding. we concluded that It would be 
in the public Interest to relax spacing 
requirements to permit assignments that 
would meet all requirements of the pres¬ 
ent rules, including transmitting spacing 
requirements, except the minimum spac¬ 
ing requirements from the city where a 
new assignment is proposed. In addition, 
we have this date reached the same con¬ 
clusion in the proceeding in Docket No. 
11714 and have finalized amendments to 
the mileage separation rules permitting 
channel assignments on the basis of 
showings that spaclngs measured from 
transmitter sites would meet the mini¬ 
mum assignment spacing and principal 
city coverage requirements. Under the 
new rules governing minimum spacing 
requirements. Channel 21 can be assigned 
to Fort Wayne. 

9. Upon our careful consideration of 
the comments and all the factors in¬ 
volved. we have determined that the pub¬ 
lic interest will best be served by the as¬ 
signment of Channel 21 to Fort Wayne. 
Fort Wayne is the largest community in 
the area, and the smaller communities 
of Huntington and Roanoke are in such 
close proximity to Fort Wayne that the 
uUUzatlon of Channel 21 at Fort Wayne 
will provide additional television service 
to those communities and many other 
communities in the area. We are not un¬ 
mindful of the desire of Huntington for 
a local outlet or the demand for the use 
of Channel 21 at Roanoke. Those com¬ 
munities. however, are so near to Fort 
Wayne and so much smaller, that any 
station located in either of them would 
include Fort Wayne in its coverage and 
service area, and while in competition 
with Fort Wayne stations, would be at a 
competitive disadvantage because of its 
location. We have just concluded a 
study extending over many months in 
the general televiaion allocation proceed¬ 
ing of ways and means to solve the prob¬ 
lems inhibiting the expansion of the tele¬ 
vision service; and in our Report and 
Order of June 26. 1956. we outline our 


proposed long-range and interim cour&e 
of action. Our interim plans are directed 
to improving the opportunities for effec¬ 
tive competition among a greater num¬ 
ber of stations in many areas. We do not 
believe that the utilization of Channel 
21 In Huntington or Roanoke would be 
in accord with this objective, and we are 
of the view that its utilization in Fort 
Wayne would improve the compeUtive 
television situation in the area and pro¬ 
vide more effective television service to 
the entire area. 

10. While we have determined that 
Channel 21 should be assigned to Fort 
Wayne, we are of the view that this as¬ 
signment should be made available for 
application by any interested party and 
that Anthony Wayne Broadcasting’s re¬ 
quest that it be made available to the 
Channel 69 applicants should be re¬ 
jected. We also believe that there is no 
Justification for withholding oui* decision 
in this proceeding pending final action 
on the petition of Tri-8tate Television. 
Inc., for shifting Channel 15 from An¬ 
gola to Fort Wayne. 

11. Authority for the adoption of the 
amendment herein is contained in sec- 
Uons 4 Cl). 303 (c). (d)« <f) and <r) and 
307 (b) of the Communications Act of 
1934. as amended. 

12. In view of the foregoing: If is or* 
dered. That effective August 27. 1956. the 
Table of Assignments contained in 
I 3.606 of the Commission's rules and 
regulations is amended, insofar as the 
cities named are concerned, as follows; 

(a) Add: 

city; Channel No. 

Fort Wsyne, Ind_21+, •27-f, S3-. » 

<b) Delete Huntington. Indiana, from 
the table. 

(Sec, 4, 48 SUt. 1066. as amended: 47 U. S. C 
154. Interprets ox applies sees. 803. 307. 48 
8tat. 1082.1083; 47 U. 8. C. 803.307.) 

Adopted: July 19. 1956. 

Released: July 23.1956. 

fSlAt] FEDKBAL COMMimiCATlONS 
COMmSSlON. 

Mart Jans Morris. 

Secretary 

|F. R. Doe. 58-8040; Filed. July 26. 1054; 
8:45 a. m.] 


(Docket Ho. 11714; FCC 56-7W1 
(Rules Amdt. 8-23] 

Part 3—^Rawo Broadcast Srrvicis 

REFCRCHCX POWTS AKD DISTAWCX 
COMFOTATIOWS 

In the matter of amendment of I 
(a) (2) of the Commission s rules and 
regulations. ^ ^ 

1. The Commission has 
consideration Its Notice of Proposed Rui^ 
Making issued in this proceeding^ 

24. 1956. and published In the 
Rsgistcr on May 30,1956 (21 P. R- • 
proposing to amend §3.611 (a) " 

the rules and regulations so as to perfl^ 
a 5-mlle toleraxKe In making assl^ 
ments to communities which do not mw 
the minimum separation requirement^ 
an existing transmitter site in 
community provided transmitter sitw 
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tre arallable which would meet the min* 
imum spacing requirements 

2. Three parties, American Broadcast¬ 
ing Company. Trl-State Television. Inc., 
and National Broadcasting Company, 
Inc., filed comments generally support¬ 
ing the proposed amendment or iU ob* 
jective* The latter two parties suggested 
certain modifications or revisions. 

3. ABC urges that there is sound rea¬ 
son for adopting the amendment since 
It a^uld raise no serious question with 
respect to engineering standards or pol¬ 
icy and would Introduce an element of 
flexibility in the allocation of channels 
which might help to improve the tele¬ 
vision situation in particular commu¬ 
nities. ABC submits, however, that the 
degree of flexibility permitted by the 
amendment in appl^ng spacing require¬ 
ments. although useful and a step in 
the right direction, is too limited to solve 
the basic television problem of providing 
an adequate number of competitive as¬ 
signments In many communities, and for 
that reason it had proposed much more 
extensive modification of spacing re¬ 
quirements in the general allocation 
proceeding in Docket No. 11332. 

4. Trl-State Television urges that the 
proposed amendment would encourage 
the utilization of unoccupied channels 
assigned to towns too small to support a 
station by permitting the reassignment 
of the channel to a larger community 
where there is a greater chance for suc¬ 
cessful operation. It contends, however, 
that the scope of the amendment is too 
restricted since the 5-mile limitation is 
not sufficiently flexible to accomplish this 
purpose, and since, under the terms of 
the proposed amendment, it would not 
accommodate the situation where an 
existing station, hard-pressed to survive 
in a small town, proposes reassignment 
of its channel to a nearby city capable of 
supporting it Tri-State urges that there 
are even more compelling reasons for 
relaxing spacing requirements to afford 
relief to existing stations than to poten¬ 
tial telecBsters, and it urges that the 
amendment be modified to take care of 
both types of situations by permitting 
channel assignments or reassignments 
even though minimum separation re¬ 
quirements cannot be met. provided that 
transmitter sites are available which 
would meet the required spacings and 
the minimum field intensity over the 
community. 

5. NBC favors the general objective 
Pf the amendment—to Increase the util¬ 
ity of channels by permitting additional 
jwignments without degrading service. 
It claims that the proposed rule can be 
'*“tul In any revision of the allocation 
plan because It permits the creation of 
additional competitive VHP markets and 
UHP-only maikets. However. NBC be¬ 
lieves that, to avoid compoimdlng the 
present allocation problem, prior to the 
adoption of an overall reallocation plan 
or principles, the proposed amendment 
Jhould be made applicable to only tkro 
types of situations: (I) Where 2 VHP 

2 UHP markets can be converted to 
wee or more VHP or UHP markets; and 
in the creation of new UHP-only 
^rkets where, by reason of the pro- 
mileage tolerance. It is possible to 
reassign to a VHP market any non¬ 


operating VHP station or any VHP sta¬ 
tions which commenced operation as a 
consequence of the Commission's Orders 
of November 10, 1955. NBC urges that 
to the extent that the proposed amend¬ 
ment permits a station to identify itself 
with a more important market, its eco¬ 
nomic status can be enhanced and its 
prospects for successful commercial 
operation and capacity to render greater 
public service Improved. It points out 
that adoption of the amendment will 
not adversely affect service since station 
licensees will still have the same respon¬ 
sibility and opportunity to serve their 
entire service areas, including the 
smaller communities therein. It cau¬ 
tions. however, that the proposed amend¬ 
ment may result in some limitations on 
possible future transmitter moves by 
existing stations, and it suggests that 
the Commission guard against such a 
result by either requiring a new station 
authorb^ as a result of the amendment 
to comply with a 5-raile increase in the 
applicable minimum spacing provision In 
locating its transmitter site or by allow¬ 
ing an adversely affected existing station 
in any future move a 5-mile reduction In 
the minimum station separation require¬ 
ment with respect to the new station. 
NBC agrees with Tri-State that limiting 
the reduction in the minimum assign¬ 
ment separations to only 5 miles is un- 
nceessaiily restrictive since adequate 
interference protection and service qual¬ 
ity is insured by the requirement that 
the transmitter sites meet all technical 
requirements relating to min imum 
spacing and principal city coverage. 

6. Sarkes Tarzian, Inc., applicant for 
a new station at Roanoke. Indiana 
(BPCT-1988>, filed a peiUion in this 
proceeding requesting withdrawal of the 
Notice. There is no merit to its argu¬ 
ment that the Commission's statement 
of policy with respect to minimum spac¬ 
ing requirements in its Report and 
Order of June 26, 1956. in the general 
allocation proceeding (Docket No. 
11532), being broader than the 5-mUe 
tolerance proposal, constitutes grounds 
for cancelling this proceeding. The 
Commission took no action in the allo¬ 
cation proceeding to implement its 
policy statement by amendment of the 
rules. Since the subject proceeding was 
instituted to consider amendment of the 
pertinent section of the rules and the 
degree of relaxation which should be 
permitted in the minimum assignment 
spacing requirements, it is proper for the 
Commission to effectuate its poUcy 
statement in this pnxreeding. 

7. We have carefully considered the 
comments filed in this proceeding and 
conclude that the mileage separation re¬ 
quirements should be relaxed to make 
assignments possible to communities, 
even though they do not meet present 
mileage separation requirements, when 
transmitter sites are available which do 
meet all technical requirements on mini¬ 
mum spacings and principal city cover¬ 
age. We also conclude that there is no 
need to limit the relaxation of the as¬ 
signment spacing requirements to 5 miles 
nor to cases where an authorized trans¬ 
mitter site is available for use as a refer¬ 
ence point In the communities to which 
measurements must be made, as origi¬ 


nally proposed In this proceeding. As 
pointed out In the comments, these lim¬ 
itations are unnecessarily restrictive in 
view of the fact that adherence to the 
technical standards and the quality of 
service can be assured by permitting 
channel assignments on the basis of 
spacings measured from transmitter sites 
only when such sites meet all minimum 
spacing and minimum signal require¬ 
ments. 

8. We reached this same conclusion in 
our Report and Order of June 26. 1956, 
In the general allocation proceeding in 
Docket No. 11532. In outlmlng the Im¬ 
mediate steps which we proposed to take 
to improve the opportunities for effective 
competition among a greater number of 
stations, we pointed out that In appro¬ 
priate instances it might be desirable to 
make changes in channel assignments 
which could meet all requirements of the 
present rules. Including minimum trans¬ 
mitter spacing requirements, except the 
present minimum spacing requirements 
from the city where a new assignment is 
proposed. We stated that "since it is the 
spacing from the transmitter that is 
critical, we believe, that it will be in the 
public Interest to relax the present rules 
in order to permit new assignments that 
can be utilized within reasonable dis¬ 
tance from the city in conformity with 
the minimum spacing requirement.** 
While this relaxation of the rules will 
provided no cure-all for the television 
problems which have been impeding the 
expansion of the television service, it will 
provide needed flexibility in the making 
of channel assignments which will permit 
additional service and more effective 
competition among stations in some 
communities. 

9. We are therefore amending the 
mileage separation rules along the lines 
suggested by Tri-State to permit channel 
assignments on the basis of showings 
that spacings measured from transmitter 
sites meet the minimum assignment 
spacing and principal city coverage re^ 
quirements. The added flexibility per¬ 
mitted in making channel assignments 
by the amendment will be useful in the 
situations mentioned by NBC. but we do 
not believe it desirable to limit the appli¬ 
cation of the amendment to such situa¬ 
tions. We also believe that it is neither 
necessary nor desirable, on the basis of 
the information before us at this time, to 
Include in the amendment any provision 
to insure that it will not adversely affect 
possible future plans of existing stations 
to move their transmitter sites. 

10. Authority for the adoption of the 
amendment herein is contained in sec¬ 
tions 4 (1). 301, 303 (c>. (d>, (f) and (r), 
and 307 (b) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended. 

11. In view of the foregoing: It Is 
ordered. That effective August 27, 1956, 
Part 3 of the Commission *8 rules and reg¬ 
ulations is amended, as follows: 

Section 3.611 <a) is amended by add¬ 
ing a new subparagraph (4> thereof, to 
read as follows: 

(4) Where the distance between the 
reference point in a community to which 
a channel is proposed to be assigned and 
the reference point In another commun¬ 
ity or communities does not meet the 
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minimum separation requirements of 
I 3.610. the channel may be assigned to 
such community upon a showing that a 
transmitter site is available that would 
meet the minimum separation require¬ 
ments of I 3.610 and the minimum field 
intensity requirements of 13.685. In 
such cases, where a station is not au¬ 
thorized in the community or commun¬ 
ities to which measurements from the 
propo^ channel assignment must be 
made pursuant to 13.610. a showing 
should also be made that the distance 
between suitable transmitter sites in 
such other community or communities 
and the proposed transmitter site for the 
new channel meet the Commission's 
minimum spacing and coverage require¬ 
ments. 

<8ec. 4.48 Stat. 1066. as amended; 47 U. 8. C. 
1S4. XnterpreU or applies sect. 301. 808. 307. 
48 SUt. 1081, 1062. 1083; 47 U. 8. C. 301. 803. 
307) 

Adopted: July 19.1956. 

Released: July 23,1956. 

Feoeiial Communications 
Commission, 

I seal! Mary Jane Morris. 

Secretary, 

|P. R Doc. 56-6039; Filed. July 36. 1056; 
8:45 a. m.) 


{Docket No. 11868; PCC 56-7661 
IRuIea Amdl. 3-25) 

Part 3—Radio Broadcast Services 

TABLE OF ASSIGNMENTS 

In the matter of amendment of } 3.606 
Table o/ Assignments, rules governing 
television broadcast stations (Moses 
take. Wash.). 

1. The Commission has before it for 
consideration its Notice of Proposed Rule 
Making <FCC 55-484) issued in this pro¬ 
ceeding on April 21, 1955. with respect to 
the petition of KSEM. Inc., for the as¬ 
signment of tcleviaion Channel 8 to 
Moses lake. Washington. In order to 
accomplish this assignment. Channel 11 
must be substituted for Channel 8 in 
Walla Walla, and the offset carrier re¬ 
quirement for Channel 11 In Tacoma 
must be changed from 114 -to H—' 

2. Comments were filed by KSEM, 
Inc.. Moses Lake. Washington: Basin TV 
Comimny, Ephrata. Washington; the 
Mayor of Moses Lake and other indi¬ 
vidual parties. 

3. KSEM. Inc. submits in support of 
Its request that the assignment of Chan- 


> Th« Notice specified that eommenU were 
to be ftled by May 16. 1955. with reply com- 
tnenU 10 days thereafter. On May 26. 1955. 
KSEM. Inc., filed a request for on extension 
of time until Juno 1. 1955, to reply to oom- 
inents filed by Basin TV Company. KSEM 
urged that the NARTB Convention and the 
press of other buatness mode the extension 
necessary. KSEM filed Its reply commenU 
on June 1, 1955; and on Juno 10. 1955. Boaln 
TV Company'filed a reply, urging that aoch 
a pleading woe necessary to complete the 
record, since Its counterproposal was In the 
nature of a new proposal. The Co mmis si on 
has considered all of the above oomments in 
this proceeding. 


ncl 8 to Moses Lake would bring a VHP 
service to an area which iiiresently has no 
VHP service and has no operating UHP 
stations; that it would provide service to 
a lar^e number of persons who do not at 
present receive any Grade B signals or 
better: and that the proposed assign¬ 
ment would conform to the Commission's 
rules and standards 

4. Basin TV Company, permittee of 
television StaUon KBAS-TV authorized 
to operate on Channel 43 at Ephrata* * 
filed an opposition to the KSEM proposal 
and advanced a counterproposal de¬ 
signed to deintermix the VHP and UHP 
channel assignments in the general area. 
Basin TV notes that it is the permittee of 
a UHP station in Ephrata. only 19 miles 
from Moses Lake, and submits that a 
VHP station in Moses Lake would create 
intermixture in the area, placing the 
UHP sUUons at a competitve disadvan- 
tage and deterring the building and oper¬ 
ation of other UHP stations. Elasin TV 
advances a counterproposal to delnter- 
mix the area by deleting one of the two 
VHP channels assigned to Walla Walla 
and reserving the other for education, 
as follows: 


City 

('lunorl No. 

Fr«rnt 

rnqxntd 

W alk 

KphruU_____ 

Moits Loke..^.— 

fL^r|iw>wrW*k . 

43 

•4, a. 44. a) 

14 

1 9Qor 43 

31 

KJthisnd__ 

il 1 

2A 


Basin TV explains that the change in 
Ephrata Is necessary in order to make a 
UHP channel available in Moses Lake, 
and tequests that the Commission order 
It to show cause why its authorization Tor 
StaUon KBAS-TV at Ephrata should not 
be modified to specify operaUon on 
Channel 16 in place of Channel 43. 

5. In opposition to the deintermixture 
counterproposal. KSEM contends that 
such deintermixture would result in a 
large •‘white area” in which many com¬ 
munities and persons would not receive 
television service from any existing sta¬ 
tion. KSEM argues that service can be 
provided for the North Central Washing¬ 
ton region only by a wide-coverage VHP 
station in light of the terrain factors 
and populaUon distribution in this area. 
In reply to the contention concerning 
“white area*'. Basin TV submits that in 
the event the UHP assignments in the 
area, including that proposed for Moses 
L^e, are employed with maximum 
power and antenna height of 1000 feet 
above average terrain no •'white area** 
would result.* 


• Botin TV Company recelvod on authorisa¬ 
tion for Cbonntl 43 at Ephrata on kfay 4. 
1955. However, on July 5. 1855. the Cocn- 
mlotlon upon the proiott of KSEM. Poet- 
poned the effective date of thlt grout and 
ordered a hearing (Docket No. 11414). The 
hearing hot been completed and final Deci- 
olon la being awaited. 

* KSEM odvonoea a number of contentlont 
directed to the foci that the tXHF ttatloo In 

BphraU M propoeed to be operated at a satel¬ 
lite. In addition, on October 5, 1856. KSEM 
filed a Motion to Inoorpormte Belated DaU 
From Docket No. 11414 (the protest hearing) 


6. The Commission on June 25. 1956, 
adopted a Rcjiort and Order in Its gen¬ 
eral television allocaUon proceeding In 
Docket No. 11532, outlining a long-range 
program designed to improve the tele¬ 
vision allocaUon structure and at the 
same Ume specifying the bases on which 
consideration would be given to Interim 
channel changes, with a view to improv¬ 
ing the immediate television situaUon in 
particular communlUes and areas. The 
propcisal to assign a first VHP channel 
in the Moses Lake area, we believe, would 
not be consistent with the objecUve« 
enunciated in that Report and Order. 
All of the assignments In the Moses Lake 
area are presently in the UHP band and 
we believe the record indicates tha t to to 
area will be adequately served by UHF. 
The Moses Lake area Is one which espe¬ 
cially conduces to the growth of UHF 
service. Assigning a VHP channel in 
Moses Lake ivould tend to inhibit such 
growth. We arc of the view, thcrelore, 
that the assignment of Channel 8 to 
Moses Lake would not serve the public 
interest. We do believe, however, that 
the assignment of a television channel to 
Moses Lake is warranted and we are 
therefore assigning UHP Channel 6i to 
this community, 

7. While wc have concluded that the 
Moses Lake area should remain UHF by 
rejecting the proposal to assign Channel 

8. wc are not of the view that we should 
adopt the suggestion of Basin TV to 
make Walla Walla a UHF area by delet¬ 
ing from commercial use the two VHF 
channels assigned there. Walla Walla 
is situated at a sufficient distance from 
Moses Lake so that the operaUon of VHF 
stations in Walla Walla would not have 
serious adverse effect on UHP operaUons 
in the Moses Lake area. Two commer¬ 
cial VHP channels arc presently assigned 
to Walla Walla In addlUon to one UHF 
channel reserved for education. Ba&ln 
TV has not established a basis in th^ 
proceeding for deleUon of the two 
channels from commercial use In Walla 
Walla. Walla Walla is presenUy a VHP 
community and we believe that Uiere 
is no necessity for revising the allocaUons 
in this area at this Ume. 

8. Authority for the adopUon of the 
amendment herein Is contained in sec- 
Uons 4 (i). 301, 303 (c). Cd), (f> and 
(r) and 307 (b) of the cwnmunlcaUons 
Act of 1934. as amended. 

9. In view of the foregoing: It is or- 
dered. That the petlUon of KSENf. Ij^ 
and the counterproposal of Basin TV 
Company arc denied. 

10. It is further ordered. That effec¬ 
tive August 27, 1956, the Table of ^ 
signments contained in 8 3.606 of tw 


In the rule making proceeding. 

Lhe OonunlBsion to inoorporaU the • 

tbe exhlblU and tbe finding! of the PJ|^* 
in the protest bearings. However, ^ C 
ml«lon doe. not beUere Oi«t It wnW W 
appropriate to Incorporate the rectwd “ ^ 

protest bearing Into this mis 
eseding. K3BM bos had fuU 
present its oomments in this pit)cee<Ung 
we see no necessity tor burdening 
making proceeding with 
the issues In the protest mstter. The Mo 
ot is therefore denied. 
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CommiBsion's rules and regulations is 
amended as follows: 

(a) Add: 


city: Channel 

Mom Lake. Waah__ SI 


(Sec. 4. 48 SUt. 10641. as amended; 47 U. 8. C. 
IM. Interpret# or appllea aect. 301. 303. 307, 
48 Stat. 1061. 1083. 1083; 47 U. 8. C. 301. 303. 
807) 

Adopted: July 19. 1956. 

Released": July 25. 1956. 

PcDCBAL Communications 
Commission. 

(seal] Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary, 

|P. R. Doc. 56-6068; Piled, July 26. 1956; 
8:50 a. m.| 


(Docket Na 11374) 

Part 7—Stations on Land in the 
Maritime Services 

Part 8—Stations on Shipboard in the 
Maritime Services 

assignable frequencies 

In the matter of amendment of Parts 
7 and 8 of the Commission's rules to 
delete the frequencies 6240 kc and 6455 
kc and to make the frequency 4372.4 kc 
available on a full-time basis for ship 
and coast stations using radiotelephony 
on the Mississippi River and connecting 
inland waterways (except the Great 
Lakes). 

The Commission's Report and Order 
of July 6. 1956. in the above-entlUed 
matter (FCC 56-648) which WTis pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register on July 
18. 1956, at page 5361 is corrected as 
follows: 

Appendix 4. Item B.3. This Item 
amends ( 8.351 (d) (11) of the Commis¬ 
sion's rules. In subparagraph (11) the 
frequency 8205.5 kc was erroneously 
listed as 8025.5 kc. As corrected, 8 8.351 
id) ( 11 ) reads as foUoa^s: 

<11) The frequency 8205.5 kc Is au¬ 
thorized for ase on the Mississippi River 
and connecting inland waters (except 
wc Great Lakes) upon the express con¬ 
dition that transmission on this fre¬ 
quency during the period from 8:00 p. m. 
until 5:00 a. m.. c. $. t is prohibited^ 

Released: July 20, 1956. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

iSEALl Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary, 

IP- R. Doc. 56-6041; PUed. July 26. 1956; 
8:46 a. m.J 


(Rules Arndt. 20-10) 

Part 10—Public Safety Radio Services 
msCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS 

matter of amendment of Part 
^ Commission's rules governing 
*^iic Safety Radio Services to conform 
Ho. 148- > 


with Part 17 Construction. Marking, and 
Lighting of Antenna Structures. 

The Commission, having under con¬ 
sideration amendment of Part 10. ‘'Rules 
Governing Public Safety Radio Services’', 
to conform with changes recently ef¬ 
fected in Part 17 (5 17.3) of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules: 

It appearing that the existing provi¬ 
sions of Part 10 with respect to the 
circumstances under which applications 
shall be accompanied by PCC Form 
401-A arc at variance with the require¬ 
ments of Part 17; and 

It further appearing that the sub¬ 
stance of the amendment herein ordered 
has already been the subject of formal 
rule making in Docket 11306. which re¬ 
sulted In Amendment of Part 17 by Re- 
I)ort and Order released April 30, 1956. 
Mimeo 30395. 21 F. R. 2952; and 

It further appearing that general no¬ 
tice of propoG^ rule making under sec¬ 
tion 4 of the Administrative Procedure 
Act is unnecessary because this amend¬ 
ment is editorial in nature and solely for 
the purpose of conforming Part 10 with 
Part 17, and that for the same reason 
this amendment may become eHective 10 
days after the date of this Order; 

It U ordered. This 23d day of July 1956, 
that, pursuant to authority contained in 
sections 4 (i) and 303 <f). (q), and (r) 
of the Communications Act of 1934. as 
amended, and Section 0.341 (a) of the 
Commission's Statement of Organiza¬ 
tion. Delegations of Authority and Other 
Information, Part 10 of the Commission's 
rules governing Public Safety Radio 
Services, is amended, effective July 31. 
1956, as set forth below. 

Released: July 24,1956. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

(seal] Mary Jane Morrm. 

Secretary, 

Amend Part 10, Rules Governing Pub¬ 
lic Safety Radio Services, in the follow¬ 
ing respects: 

1. Amend f 10.2 <aa) to read as fol¬ 
lows: 

(aa> Antenna structure defined. The 
term "antenna structure*' includes the 
radiating system, its supporting struc¬ 
tures, and any surmounting appurte¬ 
nances. 

2. Amend 9 10.58 (d) (1) and (2) to 
read as follows: 

(1) The antenna structures proposed 
to be erected will exceed an overall 
height of 170 feet above ground level, 
except that where the antenna is 
mounted on top of an existing man-made 
structure, other than an antenna struc¬ 
ture. and does not increase the overall 
height of such man-made structure by 
more than 20 feet, no Form 401-A need 
be filed: or • 

(2) Tlie antenna structures proposed 
to be erected will exceed an overall height 
of one foot above the established air¬ 
port (landing area) elevation for each 
200 feet of distance, or fraction thereof, 
from the nearest boimdary of such land¬ 


ing area, except that where the antenna 
does not exce^ 20 feet above th ground 
or if the antenna is mounted on top of 
an existing man-made structure, other 
than an antenna structure, or natural 
formation and does not increase the 
overall height of such man-made struc¬ 
ture or natural formation by more than 
20 feet, no F>orm 40I-A need be filed. 

(Sec, 4. 48 8Ut. 1066. aa Amended; 47 U. 8. C. 
154. Interpret or Aoply sec. 303. 48 SUt, 1062. 
AS Amended; 47 U. 8. C. 303) 

|F. R. Doc, 56-6069; Filed. July 26. 1956; 
8:51 A.m.) 


[Docket No. 9892; PCC 66-770| 

(Rules Arndt. 13-71 

Part 13 —Commercial Radio Operators 
postponement of effective date 

In the matter of amendment of 9 13.61 
of Part 13 of the Commission’s rules gov¬ 
erning Commercial Radio Operators de¬ 
fining the operating authority of holders 
of the Restricted Radiotelephone Opera¬ 
tor Permit and the Aircn^t Radiotele¬ 
phone Operator Authorization, 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at lu offices in 
Washington. D. C., on the 19th day of 
July 1956; 

’The Commission having under consid¬ 
eration amendments to its Commercial 
Radio Operator rules in Docket 9892 to 
become effective August 1, 1956. which 
would place a power limit on the Re¬ 
stricted Radiotelephone Operator Permit 
and the Aircraft Radiotelephone Opera¬ 
tor Authorization with respect to certain 
aircraft radiotelephone stations: and 

It appearing that AeronauUcal Radio, 
and other organizations have filed Peti¬ 
tions for Rehearing requesting that the 
Commission, prior to August 1, 1956. 
cancel the action taken In the proceed¬ 
ing or in the alternative susiiend the 
order and designate tlie matter for hear¬ 
ing; and 

It further appearing that insufficient 
time remains before August I to give full 
consideration to the matter and render 
a decision. 

It is ordered, ’That pursuant to author¬ 
ity contained in sfxrtions 4 (1). 303 (1) 
and (r) of the Communications Act of 
1934. as amended, the effective date of 
the amendments ordered in Docket 9892 
is i>ostponed until further order of the 
Commission. (The Order in Docket No. 
9892 amended 9 13.61 (h) and added 
99 13.61 (1) and 13.76.) 

(Sec. 4. 48 atAt. 1066. AS Amended: 47 U 8. C, 
154. Interpret or Apply sec. 303.48 SUt. 1082, 
as Amended; 47 U. 8. O. 303) 

Released: July 23. 1956. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Mary Jane Morris. 

SecreteLry, 

(F, R. Doe. 56-6042: Filed, July 26. 1956; 
6:46 A. iii.| 
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Agriculfural Marketing Service 
t 7 CFR Port 973 1 

(Docket No. A<>-178-A8J 

Handling or Milk in Minneapolis-St. 

Paul, Minnesota, Marketinc Aiea 

DECISION WITH RESPECT TO PROPOSED MAR¬ 
KETING AGREEMENT AND PROPOSED ORDER 

AMENDING ORDER 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Agri¬ 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended <7 U. S. C. 601 et seq.). 
and the applicable rules of practice and 
proc^ure. as amended, governing pro¬ 
ceedings to formulate marketing agree¬ 
ments and marketing orders (7 CFR 
Part 900), a public hearing was con¬ 
ducted at Minneapolis. Minnesota, on 
April 26,1956, pursuant to notice thereof 
which was issued on April 18, 1956 (21 
P. R.2e()4). 

Upon the basis of the evidence intro¬ 
duced at the hearing and the record 
thereof, the Acting Deputy Administra¬ 
tor, Agricultural Marketing Service, on 
June 28. 1956 (21 F. R. 4932) filed with 
the Hearing Clerk. United States Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture, his recommended 
decision and notice of opportunity to file 
written exceptions thereto. 

The only material issues of record 
related to modifying the definition of 
*'base milk*^ and revising the base rules 
to make the base plan more elective in 
leveling out seasonal production in the 
market. 

Findings and conclusions. The find¬ 
ings and conclusions and general find¬ 
ings of the recommended decision issued 
June 28, 1956 (21 F. H. 4932, F. R. Doc. 
56-5272) are hereby approved and 
adopted as the findings and conclusions 
of this decision as if set forth In full 
herein subject to the following 
modification: 

1. In the first complete paragraph in 
column 2. 21 F. R. 4933. delete the figure 
* 40^ and substitute therefor the figure 
•*30.** 

2. Delete in its entirety the second 
complete paragraph in column 2,21 P. R. 
4933. 

Rulings on exceptions. In arriving at 
the findings and conclusions included In 
this decision, each of the exceptions re¬ 
ceived was carefully and fully considered 
in conjunction with the record evidence 
pertaining thereto. To the extent that 
the findings and conclusions herein are 
at variance with the exceptions, such ex¬ 
ceptions are overruled. 

Determination of representative pe- 
riod. The month of May 1956 is hereby 
determined to be the representative 
period for the purpose of ascertaining 
whether the issuance of the order 
amending the order, as amended, regu¬ 
lating the handling of milk In the Mlnnc- 
apolis-St. Paul. Minnesota, marketing 
area in the manner set forth in the at¬ 
tached amending order is approved or 
favored by producers who, during such 


period, were engaged in the production of 
milk for sale in the said marketing area. 

Marketing agreement and order. An¬ 
nexed hereto and made a part hereof 
are documents entitled *^Marketing 
Agreement Regulating the Handling of 
Milk in the MlnneapoUs-St. Paul. Minn- 
nesota. Marketing Area'*, and ‘‘Order 
Amending the Order, as amended. Regu- 
laUng the Handling of Milk in the Min¬ 
neapolis-St. Paul, Minnesota. Marketing 
Area**, which have been decided upon as 
the detailed and appropriate means of 
effectuating the foregoing conclusions. 
These documents shall not become effec¬ 
tive unless and until the requirements of 
f 900.14 of the rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure. as amended, governing proceed¬ 
ings to formulate marketing agreements 
and orders have been met. 

It Is therefore ordered that all of this 
decision, except the attached marketing 
agreement be published in the Federal 
Register. The regulatory provisions of 
said marketing agreement are identical 
with those contained in the order, as 
amended, and as hereby proposed to be 
further amended by Uie attached order 
which will be published with this deci¬ 
sion. 

This decision Issued at Washington. 
D. C., this 24th day of July 1956. 

[SEAL] Earl L. But/. 

Assistant Secretary, 

Order* Amending the Order, as Amend¬ 
ed, Regulating the Handling of Milk 
in the Minneapolis-Saint Paul, Min¬ 
nesota, Marketing Area 

f 973.0 Findings and determinations. 
The findings and determinations here¬ 
inafter set forth are supplementary and 
in addition to the findings and determi¬ 
nations previously made in connection 
with the issuance of the aforesaid order 
and of each of the previously issued 
amendments thereto; and all of said pre¬ 
vious findings and determinations are 
hereby ratified and affirmed, except inso¬ 
far as such findings and determinations 
may be in conflict with the findings and 
determinations set forth herein. 

<a) Findings upon the basis of the 
hearing record. Pursuant to the provi¬ 
sions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937. as amended (7 
U. 6. C. 601 et seq.), and the applicable 
rules of practice and procedure, as 
amended, governing the formulation of 
marketing agreements and marketing 
orders (7 CPR Part 900), a public hear¬ 
ing was held upon certain proposed 
amendments to the tentative marketing 
agreement and to the order, as amended, 
regulating the handling of milk in the 
Minneapolls-Saint Paul. Minnesota, mar¬ 
keting area. Upon the basis of the evi¬ 
dence introduced at such hearing and 
the record thereof, it is found that: 


> ThU order Bhall not become efftcUve un¬ 
less and until the requirements of I 000.14 
oX the rules of practice and procedure, gov¬ 
erning proceedings to fonnuUte marketing 
agreements and marketing orders hare been 
met. 


(1) The said order, as amended, and 
hereby further amended, and all of the 
terms and conditions thereof, will tend 
to effectuate the declared policy of the 
act. 

(2) The parity prices of milk as deter¬ 
mined pursuant to section 2 of the act 
are not reasonable in view of the price 
of feeds, available supplies of feeds, and 
other economic conditions which affect 
market supply and demand for milk in 
the said marketing area, and the mini¬ 
mum prices specified in the order, as 
amended, and as hereby further amend¬ 
ed. are such prices as will reflect the 
aforesaid factors. Insure a sufficient 
quantity of pure and wholesome milk and 
be In the public Interest; and 

<3) The said order, as amended, and 
as hereby further amended, regulates Uie 
handling of milk in the same manner as. 
and Is applicable only to persons in the 
respective classes of industrial and com¬ 
mercial activity specified in. a marketing 
agreement upon w^hlch a hearing has 
been held. 

Order relative to handling. It U there¬ 
fore ordered, that on and after the ef¬ 
fective date hereof, the handling of milk 
In the Minneapolis-St. Paul. Minnesou. 
marketing area shall be in conformity to 
and in compliance with the terms and 
conditions of the aforesaid order, at 
amended, and as hereby further amend¬ 
ed. and the aforesaid order is hereby 
amended as follow^s: 

1. Amend I 973.17 by deleting the words 
"on which the milk was produced'* at the 
end of said section. 

2. Amend 1 973.75 to read as follows: 

§ 973.75 Determination of base for 
each producer, (a) Any producer who 
delivers milk to a pool plant during the 
delivery periods of July. August, Septem¬ 
ber and October shall have a daily base 
computed by the market administrator 
to applicable during the following 
January through June equal to the total 
pounds of milk delivered in Uie four- 
month period divided by the number of 
days of production represented by such 
deliveries during such period but not less 
than 90: Provided, That for the year 
1956 such base-forming period shall be 
the delivery periods of August. Septem¬ 
ber and October and the base of a pro¬ 
ducer shall be determined by dividing his 
total deliveries during such three-month 
period by the number of days of pro¬ 
duction represented by such deliveries 
but not less than 78. and 

(b) Any producer not eligible to re¬ 
ceive a base pursuant to the provisions 
of paragraph (a) of this section shall 
have a base for each of the montlis of 
January through June equal to 30 per¬ 
cent of such producer's deliveries to a 
pool plant during such month. 

3. Delete i 973.76 and substitute there¬ 
for the following: 

1973.76 Establishing new bases. Any 
producer for whom a base has been es¬ 
tablished pursuant to i 973.75 (a> njay 
relinquish such base for the following 
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baxe-paylnir period by notifying the 
market administrator prior to December 
31. The daily base of such producer 
shall then be determined pursuant to 
1^73.75 <b). 

(P. R. Dvx;. 5 S-eoe 6 : Filed. July 26 . IdSS; 
8:Ma. m.] 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 
[ 47 CFR Part 3 ] 

I Docket No. 11192; PCC 50-741) 

Radio Broadcast Services 

TABLE OF ASSIGNMENTS 

In the matter of amendment of 13.606 
Table of (usianments, television broad¬ 
cast stations (Nacogdoches-Tyler. Texas- 
Lake Charles. Louisiana). 

1. Notice is hereby given of rule 
making in the above-entitled matter. 

2. The Commission has before it for 
consideration the petition filed on March 
21, 1956. by Lee Scarborough of Nacog¬ 
doches. Texas, requesting an amend¬ 
ment of S 3.606 Table of assianments 
Television Broadcast Stations, so as to 
assign Channel 19 to Nacogdoches by 
its deletion from Tyler. Texas and Lake 
Charles, Louisiana. The petition pro¬ 
poses to substitute Channel 61 for 
Channel 19 in Tyler and Channel 66 
for Channel 19 in Lake Charles, The 
proposal is summarized as follows: 


city 

Channel No, 

rrettnl 

rropooKl 

Jf*«€Hocl»fa,Tfx._ 

TyVr.TV*.. 

l>UCh«lM.U.'._ 

7.I4-.72 

(7-. 



3. In support of his petition Lee Scar¬ 
borough urges that Nacogdoches has no 
television station; that it depends upon 
stations in Lufkin and Tyler for service: 
End that he and others have considered 
operating a station on Channel 40 as¬ 
signed there and have considered it im¬ 
practical at this time. It is urged that 
l^e channel requested was In use in 
Wer, 65 miles distant and that receivers 
in the area are therefore capable of 
tuning to that channel. The petitioner 
M^rts that the proposed assignments 
^ comply with separation requirements 
jnd that he will file an application for 
lacllities if the instant proposal is 
granted. 

The Commission is of the view that 
jni^aking proceedings should be instl- 
wied in order that interested parties 
nuiy submit their views and relevant 
uata. 

for the adoption of the 
^endment is contained In section 4 (1), 
<k 1* nnd 307 

of the CommunicUons Act of 1934, 
M amended. 

Any interested party who is of the 
that the propo^ amendment 
^uld not be adopted, or should not be 
•^Pted In the form set forth herein, may 
a with the Commission on or before 
ugust 22. 1956. a written statement or 
nei setting forth his comments. Com¬ 


ments in support of the proposed amend¬ 
ment may also be ^ed on or before the 
same date. Comments or briefs In reply 
to the original comments may be filed 
within 10 days from the last day for filing 
said original comments. No additional 
comments may be filed unless (1) specifi¬ 
cally requested by the Commission or (2) 
good cause for the filing of such addi¬ 
tional comments Is established. 

7, In accordance with the provision.^ of 
S 1.764 of the Commission's rules and 
regulations, sm original and 14 copies of 
all statements, briefs, or comments shall 
be furnished the Commission. 

Adopted: July 19.1956. 

Released: July 24. 1956. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

[seal] Mary Jans Morris. 

Secretary, 

(P. R. Doc. 56-6070: Piled. July 26. 1056: 
8: 51 A. m.J 


C 47 CFR Part 3 1 
IDocket No. 11793; PCC 56-742) 
Radio Broadcast Services 
table or assignments 

In the matter of amendment of i 3.606 
Table of assignments, television broad¬ 
cast stations. (Nadine, New Mexico* 
Monahans. Texas). 

1. NoU(^c is hereby given of rule mak¬ 
ing in the above-entitled matter. 

2. The Commission has before it for 
consideration the petition filed on April 
13. 1956. and supplemented on May 23, 
1956. by Video Independent Theatres. 
Inc., requesting an amendment of i 3.606 
Table of assignments, television broad¬ 
cast stations, so as to assign Channel 9* 
to Nadine. New Mexico and substitute 
Channel 35— in Monahans, The pro¬ 
posal is summarized as follows: 



Chonnela 

City 



Prfoent 

Propoeed 

Nadine N. 



Sfocialiaiw, 




3. In support of its request, the peti¬ 
tioner states that the proposal meets all 
separation requirements and that if suc¬ 
cessful. it will apply for authority to 
operate a low-power station at Nadine. 

4. The Commission is of the viewr that 
rule making proceedings should be Insti¬ 
tuted in this matter in order that inter¬ 
ested parties may submit their viewrs 
and relevant data. 

5. Authority for the adoption of the 
amendment is contained in sections 4 
<i). 301. 303 (c). (d), Cf) and (r) and 
307 (b) of the Communications Act of 
1934. as amended. 

6. Any interested party who is of the 
opinion that the amendment proposed 
by petitioners should not be adopted, or 
should not be adopted In the form set 
forth herein, may fi’e with the Com¬ 
mission on or before August 22. 1956. 
a written statement or brief setting forth 
his comments. Comments in support of 


the proposed amendment may also be 
filed on or before the same date. Com¬ 
ments or briefs In reply to the original 
comments may be filed within 10 days 
from the last day for filing said original 
comments. No additional comments may 
be filed unless (1) specifically requested 
by the Commission or (2) good cause for 
the filing of such additional comments is 
established. 

7. In accordance with the provisions 
of § 1.764 of the Commission's rules and 
regulations, an original and 14 copies 
of all statements, briefs, or comments 
shall be furnished the Commission. 

Adopted: July 19. 1956. 

Released: July 24. 1956. 

Federal Communications 

COMIffISSION. 

[seal] Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary. 

\r. R. Doc. 66-8071: Piled, July 26. 1956; 

8:51 A. m.] 


I 47 CFR Part 3 1 

(Docket No. 11794; PCC 66-743) 

Radio Broadcast Services 
table op assignments 

In the matter of amendment of 9 3.606 
Table of assignments, television broad¬ 
cast stations (Missoula-KaUspeU, Mon¬ 
tana-Sandpoint, Idaho. 

1. Notice is hereby given of rule mak¬ 
ing In the above-entitled matter. 

2. The Commission has before It for 
consideration the petition filed on April 
12. 1956. by Montana Broadcasting Com¬ 
pany, Missoula. Montana, requesting an 
amendment of 9 3.606 Table of assign- 
ments, television broadcast stations, so as 
to assign Channel 8— to Missoula, sub¬ 
stitute Chanel 9-f for Channel 8— in 
Kalispoll. Montana, and substitute 
Channel 23— for Channel 94- in Sand- 
point. Idaho. The proposal is summar¬ 
ized as follows: 


. CIIJ 

Channrle. 

Pnovni 

lYopoied 

MtenuK _ 

KeUepelL Mont _, 

•U-,l3-.21-h 

S- 

H- 

31^ 

‘>4- 

»- 

aaodpoiui. Idaho....... 



I proposal Chsnnr) 9 with i phu oAm4. 

W'« htfiHvTv. howvwr. Hut a mioua odatl wtU rrpro* 
wat a toerp cfUdcAt oDocatlofi. 


3. In support of its request, the peti¬ 
tioner states that it is the licensee of 
Radio Station KBTK, Missoula, that it 
desires to enter television broadcasting 
but there is no VHP channel available to 
it in that city for commercial use. In or¬ 
der to provide Missoula with its second 
commercial VHP station the changes 
proposed would be necessary to provide 
required station separations. 

4. The Commission is of the view that 
rule making proceedings should be insti¬ 
tuted in this matter in order that inter¬ 
ested parties may submit their views and 
relevant data. 

5. Authority for the adoption of the 
proposed amendment Is contained in sec- 
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lions 4 a), 301, 303 (c). <d>. (f) and (r) 
and 307 <b) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended. 

6. Any Interested person who is of the 
opinion that the amendment proposed 
by petitioners should not be adopted, or 
should not be adopted in the form set 
forth herein, may file with the Commis¬ 
sion on or before August 22,1956. written 
data, views or arguments setting forth 
his comments. Comments in support of 
these proposals may also be filed on or 
before the same date. Comments or 
briefs In reply to the original commenu 
may be filed within 10 days from the last 
day for filing said original comments or 
briefs. No additional comments may be 
filed unless (1) specifically requested by 
the Commission, or (2) good cause for 
the filing of such additional comments is 
established. 

7. In accordance with the provisions of 
S 1.764 of the Commission’s rules and 
regulations, an original and 14 copies of 
all statements, briefs, or comments shall 
be furnished the Commission. 

Adopted: July 19, 1956. 

Released: July 24, 1956. 

fSEALl FSDnUL COMMUTCICATIONS 
Commission. 

Mary Jans Morris, 

Secretary. 

|P. B. Doc. 56-60T2; Plied. July 26, 1956; 
8:51 a m.] 


( 47 CFR Part 3 ] 

(Docket No. 11796; FCC 56-7441 
Radio Broadcast Services 

TABLE OP ASSIGNMENTS 

In the matter of amendment of i 3.606 
Table of assionments, television broad¬ 
cast stations (Port Wayne-Angola, In¬ 
diana). 

2. Notice Is hereby given of rule mak¬ 
ing in the above-entitled matter. 

2. The Commission has before it for 
consideration the petition filed on Feb¬ 
ruary 3. 1956 by Tri-State Television, 
Inc., requesting an amendment of 4 3.606, 
Table of Assignments, television broad¬ 
cast stations so as to assign Channel 15 
to F^rt Wa 3 me. Indiana, removing this 
channel from Angola, Ii^diana and sub¬ 
stituting Channel 77 therefor as follows: 


erty 

Channel No. 

Prvwnt 

Proponrd 

Fori Waytir, 

1 •27-I-. 

*154*. «4- 



17-f, 33-,M 

Ancolo, lAd. 


77 


I Chanopl 91 wst Makiitd to Port Warn» lo^ui aotion 
t»km by the Com tn I won UaU <Uy in Uw Proocdlof la 
Dockri 11715. 


The iKtlUon also requests the Commis¬ 
sion to issue an Order to Show Cause 
why Its authorization should not be 
modified to specify Fort Wayne as the 
station location. 

3. In support of its petition, Tri State 
sets forth that it is the permittee of Tele¬ 


vision Station WINT operating with stu¬ 
dios at Waterloo, Indiana on Channel 1$ 
assigned to Angola, that Its transmitter 
is about 17 miles north of Port Wayne 
and that it renders a city-grade service 
(80 dbu or better) to that city.^ While 
admitting that the required spacings of 
I 3.698 are not met as measured from the 
center of the city of Port Wayne, peti¬ 
tioner states that the transmitter site 
now in use meeU all spacing require¬ 
ments and that the reassignment of its 
channel would permit the station to lo¬ 
cate its main studios in Port Wayne and 
to be identified therewith. 

4. The petition is opposed by James R 
Fleming survivor of James R. Fleming 
and Paul V. McNutt doing business as 
Anthony Wayne Broadcasting and by 
Northeastern. Indiana. Inc. 

5. The Commission is of the view that 
the proposal warrants the issuance of 
proposed rule making in order to afford 
ail interested parties an opportunity to 
submit their views and supporting data 
for our consideration in reaching a de¬ 
cision. We believe, however, that an 
Order to Show Cause would not be issued 
at this time. Such Show Cause proceed¬ 
ings as may be necessary and appropriate 
will be Instituted at the termination of 
this rule making proceeding. 

6. Authority for the adopUon of the 
amendments herein is contained in sec- 
Uons4 <i), 303, 303 (c), <d>. <f> and <r). 
and 307 (b) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended. 

7. Any interested party who is of the 
opinion that the propo^ amendment 
should not be adopted, or shoul)i not be 
adopted in the form set forth herein, may 
file with the‘Commission on or before 
August 22. 1956 a written statement or 
brief setting forth his comments. Com¬ 
ments in support of the proposed amend¬ 
ment may also be filed on or before the 
same date. Comments or briefs In reply 
to the original comments may be filed 
within 10 days from the last day for filing 
said original comments. No additional 
comments may be filed unless (1) specifi¬ 
cally requested by the Commission or (2) 
good cause for the filing of such addi¬ 
tional comments is established. 

8. In accordance with the provisions of 
i 1.764 of the Commission's rules and 
regulations, an original and 14 copies of 
all statements, briefs, or comments shall 
be furnished the Commission. 

Adopted: July 19. 2956. 

Released: July 23,2956. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

IsEALl Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary, 

(P. R l>oc. 56-6073: Filed. July 26. 1956; 
8; 51 a. m.] 


«On June 13,1956. the CommlMlon autbor- 
ized the transfer of SUUon WINT on Channel 
15 in Waterloo, Indiana, to UniversAl Broad¬ 
casting Company, Inc., owners of 100 p)ercent 
ol the stock of Radio Fort Wayne. Inc. Uni¬ 
versal stated In Its application that It will 
surrender Its permit for BtaUon WANE-TV on 
Channel 69 in Fort Wayne. The transfer be- 
oomes effective 46 days from June 13Uu 


[ 47 CFR Part 3 1 

|I>>cket No. 11362; FOC 66-776] 
Radio Broadcast Services 


TABLE OF ASSIGNMENTS 


In the matter of amtmdment of 13.6W 
Table of assignments, rules govemins 
television broadcast stations (Fresno, 
California). 

1. The Commission has before It for 
consideration its Notice of Proposed Rule 
Making and Order to Show Cause issued 
In this proceeding on April 13. 1955 (PCC 
55-457), The Notice was Issued pursuant 
to the petiUon of John H. Poole. U/as 
John Poole Broadcasting Company, per¬ 
mittee of Station KBID-TV on Channel 
53 in Fresno, California, requesUnr. that 
the Table of Assignments contained in 
S 3.606 of the Commission’s rules be 
amended by changing the educational 
reservation in Fresno from Channel 18 to 
Channel 63. or alternatively, by inter¬ 
changing Channel 63 and Channel 30 be- 
twreen Fresno and Madera, California. 
Poole further requested that the Com¬ 
mission order It to show cause why iti 
outstanding authorization for KBID-TV 
should not be modified to specify opera¬ 
tion on either Channel 18 or Channel 30 
in place of Channel 53. 

2. Poole filed comments In support of 
the proposed amendments and a reply 
to the Order to Show Cause. Opposi¬ 
tions to the proposal to shift the educa¬ 
tional reservation In Fresno from Chan¬ 
nel 18 to Channel 53 were filed by vari¬ 
ous educatonal organizations. Com¬ 
ments were also filed by 3 UHP broad¬ 
casters In the Fresno area and by one of 
the applicants for a construction pemut 
for Channel 12 in Fresno. In a reply w 
the comments Poole indicated that it 
was willing to abandon lU proposal to 
shift the educational rcservaUon m 
Fresno and to prosecute only its requesl 
that Channel 30 be shifted from Madera. 

3. Subsequently, on November 19, 
1955. the Commission instituted a gen¬ 
eral television allocation proceeding m 
Docket No. 21532 and on June 25. IW, 
adopted a Report and Order in that 
proceeding outlining a long range pro¬ 
gram designed to improve the television 
allocation structure and at the sanw 
time specifying the bases on which u 
would consider interim channel cha^<» 
to improve the immediate television 
situation in individual communities, as 
a part of this Interim program of chan¬ 
nel reassignments the Commission on 
June 25. 1956, adopted a Notice of Pr^ 
posed Rule Making in I>ocket No. li«»^ 
Sro^g the fXwlng channel changes 
in the Fresno area: 



Channel No. 

VHJ 

Pmmt 

TWmS 

Thmoa, Cnllf- 

U. 'U. W. 4^ 


Madm, Oelll. 

ftenU Barbium, Calif... 

M 



Since the changes under 
I in thU proceedinir are 
tiln the broader Commission 






















Friday, July 27, 1956 


FEDERAL REGISTER 


5655 


in Docket No. 11759, the Instant proceed- 
In? may now be dismissed. Poole may 
now prosecute its proposal to shift 
Channel 30 to Fresno in the new pro¬ 
ceeding in Docket No. 11759 and. as 
indicated in the Notice issued in that 
proceeding, other interested parties may 
file comments in support of or in opposi¬ 
tion to the proposal reassignment of 
Channel 30. While we have proposed 
shifting Channel 30 from Madera to 
Presno, we are not in a position, at this 
stage in the proceeding, to consider 
which applicant should operate on 
Channel 30 in FYesno. Accordingly, the 
Order to Show Cause issued in this 
proceeding will be dismissed. 

5. In view of the foregoing: It is 
ordered. That the petition of John H. 
Poole, tr/as John Poole Broadcasting 
Company and the Order to Show Cause 
previously issued to John H. Poole, arc 
dismissed and this proceeding is 
terminated. 

Adopted: July 10. 1956. 

Released: July 23.1956. 

Fcdoal Communications 
Commission, 

[SCALI Mart Jane, Monnis, 

Secretary, 

|P. R. Doe. S6<60i3: Filed. July 36, 1956; 
8:46 a. m.] 


[ 47 CFR Part 3 J 

(Docket No. 11401; FOC 56-7391 
Radio Broadcast Services 
table of assignments 

In the matter of.amendment of { 3.666 
Table of auignments, rules governing 
television broadcast stations. 

1. The Commission has under consid- 
^tion Its Notice of Proposed Rule Mak- 

issued on June 1. 1955 (FCC 55-627) 
wul published In the Federal Register on 
June 8.1965. (20 P. R. 3961) proposing to 
waend the television Table of Assign¬ 
ments by shifting the educational reser¬ 
vation In Des Moines from VHF Channel 
*1 to a UHF frequency in order to make 
Channel 11 available for commercial use. 

Notice of Proposed Rule Making was 
ittued pursuant to a petition Alcd by Rib 
Mountain Telerision. Inc., licensee of 
Station KGTV«TV. operating on Channel 
n in Des Moines. 

2. Comments In support of the KQTV 
proposal were filed by KOTV and by 
Towm k Farm Co., the licensee of stand- 

broadcast Station KIOA in Des 
^ letter in support of the 
KQTv proposal was also filed by O. V. 

of Des Moines. Oppositions to 
ihe proposal were filed by the foUow- 
The Joint Committee on Edu- 
^Uonal Television; the Iowa Joint 
^J^ittec on Educational Television; 

Moines Adult Educational Council; 
^ Moines Educational Television Coun- 
Independent School District of Des 
w^cs; J. C. Wright. Superintendent of 
^bllc Instruction; Drake University; the 
jwetor of Adult EducaUon For The 
Moines Public Schools; The Boone 
^^ty Council of Parents-Teachers Asso¬ 
ciation; League of Women Voters; 


Thomas Boyt and Educational Develop¬ 
ments. Inc. Letters expressing general 
opposition to the KGTV proposal were 
also filed by the following: Iowa Con¬ 
gress of Parents and Teachers; The Des 
Moines Council of Parcnts-Teachers As¬ 
sociation; Ralph C. Norris, Superinten¬ 
dent of Schools. Polk County, Iowa; 
Harry Boyd. Chairman of the low^ Cltl- 
Ecns Committee for Educational Televi¬ 
sion; The American Association of Uni¬ 
versity Women in Des Moines: the 
Television Foundation of South Florida; 
James A. Sheldon. Director of Adult 
EducaUon Des Moines Public Schools; 
the Independent School District of Des 
Moines: the EducaUonal Television 
Council of Des Moines; Senator Mike 
Monroney; Ralph Lowell. Trustee of 
Lowell Institute; Leland Hazard. Presi¬ 
dent of WQED. Pittsburgh. Pa.: Educa¬ 
tional Television. Inc.. Jacksonville, Fla.: 
Irving Saloman. Escondido, California; 
and Julian Bondurant, President of 
Memphis Community Television Poun- 
daUon. 

3. In support of Its petition KOTV con¬ 
tends that the public interest requires 
that Channel 11 be made available, in 
whole or In substantial part, for com¬ 
mercial operaUon; that UHF in Des 
Moines has received a fair trial by KGTV 
and has been found Inadequate to pro¬ 
vide Des Moines the commercial staUon 
which the Commission has determined 
it should have; that the Des Moines area 
is now receiving a substantial and ade¬ 
quate educational service from WOI-TV 
and: that continued reservation of Chan¬ 
nel 11 means that it would lie fallow 
anc| unused for the indeterminate future 
because local educators do not need and 
are imlikely to be able to sustain another 
television station in the Des Moines area. 
In its comments filed on July 1, 1955, 
KGTV proposed, for the first time, that 
the Commission formally establish a new 
classification of television assignments, 
i. e., mutual commercial-educational, 
and make Des Moines Channel II avail¬ 
able for special use. On such a staUon 
both commercial and educational inter¬ 
ests would be licensed by the Commis¬ 
sion to operate the staUon in accordance 
with arrangements which would be sub¬ 
mitted to, and approved by. the Com¬ 
mission as part of the licensing process. 
KOTV contends that the proposed 
new* commercial-educational allocations 
would foster educational television by 
providing an elTecUve soluUon to the 
problem of finance, and would put an 
end to the continued waste, through non¬ 
use of the reserved channels. 

4. Town k Farm Co.. Inc., the licensee 
of standard broadcast Station KOIA in 
Des Moines, in its comments in support 
of the KGTV proposal, alleges that there 
Is a pressing need for another commer¬ 
cial television staUon in Des Moines and 
that Des Moines will be limited to two 
commercial staUons unless another VHF 
channel is made available for commer¬ 
cial use. It argues that the present 
Am(»-Des Moines assignments constitute 
an over-balance of educational facilities 
in that of the four VHF channels allotted 
to the area, two have been, assigned for 
use by educators; and further, that the 
conUnued reservation of Channel 11 in 


DCS Moines would serve no useful pur¬ 
pose since the legislature has already 
rejected proposed legislaUon for a non¬ 
commercial educational staUon on Chan¬ 
nel 11; that educaUonal InsUtuUons and 
groups in DCS Moines have WOI-TV 
available and; that If, In the future. 
WOI-TV is unable to satisfy the needs 
and requirements for educaUonal broad¬ 
casting. a UHF channel will be available. 

5. The arguments of the various edu¬ 
cational interests in opposiUon to the 
proposal are substantially similar. They 
contend that educational television can 
develop only if the Commission con- 
Unues to reserve channels for educa¬ 
tional purposes in order to give edu¬ 
caUonal insUtutions sufficient time to 
construct and operate television staUons; 
that since tlie Issuance of the Sixth Re¬ 
port and Order establishing the educa¬ 
tional reservations, the educational in¬ 
terests have made great strides in using 
television for education: and that final¬ 
ization of the KGTV proposal would pose 
a threat to the educational reservations 
throughout the nation and cause specific 
and real injury to educaUonal groups in 
Des Moines and to their plans for a 
statewide educaUonal service, of which 
the Des Moines Channel 11 is an integral 
and vital part. They argue that they 
have made substanUal progress looking 
toward the establishment of such a 
statewide television network and the 
ultimate uUlizaUon of Channel 11. They 
point to programs broadcast over WOI- 
TV in which the various groups have 
parUclpated: to the growth of classroom 
receivers In the Des Moines area; to the 
many meetings which have been held in 
which plans and proposals for educa¬ 
tional television staUons have been dis¬ 
cussed. and to their parUcipatlon In the 
drafting of legislation to establish a 
statewide educaUonal netwrork. They 
argue that reservation of Channel 11 in 
Des Moines is not only crucial in the 
development of any statewide plan, but 
also is important in the metropolitan 
area in Des Moines iUelf. They allege 
that WOI-TV does not and cannot ade¬ 
quately serve the requirements In Des 
Moines area for educational television: 
that Its programs must necessarily be 
directed to a heterogeneous audience 
composed of rural town and city popula- 
Uons. including Des Moines; that ac¬ 
cordingly. it cannot program to meet the 
needs of the Des Moines area: and fur¬ 
ther. that the limited time and facilities 
available at WOI-TV and the distance 
from Ames to Des Moines make it diffi¬ 
cult. if not impossible, for the educa¬ 
tional groups in Des Moines to use WOI- 
TV as a Des Moines educational outlet. 
They aygue further that UHF is not ade¬ 
quate for use by the Des Moines educa¬ 
tional StaUon; that because of the com¬ 
paratively low rate of conversion in the 
Des Moines area educational television 
could not be expected to attain its de¬ 
sired potential, or even to survive if re¬ 
quired to use a UHP channel.^ 


*KOTV*i Motion to Strike the comments 
filed by lows State College of Agriculture and 
Mechanic Arts, la dueled. It Is clear from the 
Iowa State College pleading that It sought 
expreasly to a^old taking a poaltSon on the 
substantive matters Involved in thia pro* 
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6. The reservation of channel assign¬ 
ments for noncommercial educational 
use was based on recognition of the fact 
that educational Institutions would re¬ 
quire a longer time than commercial 
interests to prepare for television. At 
the same time, the Conunission recog¬ 
nized that tmused channels could not be 
reserved for an excessively long period. 
When, as in this proceeding, the Com¬ 
mission is called upon to decide upon 
requests to make an unused reserved 
channel available for commercial use, 
our decision is dependent upon appUca- 
Uon of the two foregoing principles to 
the circumstances of the individual 
community concerned. The local need 
for an additional commercial outlet, the 
readiness of commercial broadcasters to 
use the channel, and the prospects for 
its eventual use for educational broad¬ 
casting all bear on a determination of 
whether the public interest would be 
served better by retention or discon¬ 
tinuance of the local reservation. 

7. Des Moines is now served by three 
VHP stations, two of which are operating 
on locally assigned Channels 8 and 13. 
The third VHP service in Des Moines is 
provided by Station WOI-TV operating 
on commercial Channel 5. assigned to 
Ames. Iowa. Although Channel 5 is li¬ 
censed to an educational institution^ 
Channel S is not an educational chan¬ 
nel and WOI-TV carries commercial 
programs. The record Indicates that if 
Channel 11 at Des Moines were made 
available for commercial use, the chan¬ 
nel would be applied for. Thus, the 
proposal under consideration envisages 
the provision of a fourth commercial 
VHP service in the Des Moines area. 
This could be accomplished.' however, 
only at the expense of eliminating the 
possibilities for the eventual construc¬ 
tion and operation of an educational 
television station at Des Moines, on 
Channel 11. which was reserved In our 
Table of Assignments for this purpose. 
The essential question before us. there¬ 
fore, is whether the need for a fourth 
commercial VHP station in the Des 
Moines area outwelghts the desirability 
of continuing to preserve the oppor¬ 
tunity. afforded by the reservation of 
Channel 11. fdr the construction and 
operation of a local noncommercial, edu¬ 
cational station on that channel. In 
making this determination, it is appro¬ 
priate to consider the prospects for 
utilization of Channel 11 for educa¬ 
tional purposes. 

8. Comments filed in this proceeding 
by numerous public and private educa¬ 
tional institutions and civic groups re¬ 
flect active interest in bringing a local 
educational television service to Des 
Moines, and recount the organizational 
and other steps which have been taken 
toward achieving this goal. While these 
efforts have not yet succeeded in solving 
the difficult problem of financing the 


eeedlng. It wac entirely proper for it to file 
A etatement to correct what It oonaldercd to 
be erroneoua statementa to the Commiealoo 
even though thoee itatements were clearly 
Irrelevant to the matter under Gonalderation. 
However, we are accepting KOTVs pleading 
as a response to the CoUegeli comments as 
requested altcmatlvoly by KQTV, 


actual construction and operation of a 
station, the record indicates that the 
local sponsors of educational television 
propose continuing and augmented 
efforts to obtain the requisite financial 
support 

9. In these circumstances, we arc not 
persuaded that the public Interest would 
be served by making a fourth commercial 
VHP television outlet available at the 
expense of frustrating the efforts being 
actively pursued to make possible the 
construction and operation of a local 
educational television station on Chan¬ 
nel 11. 

10. On July 11. 1956. Rib Mountain 
filed a pleading entitled ''Request for 
Immediate Finalization of Completed 
Rule Making Proceeding", seeking im¬ 
mediate action to make Channel 11 at 
Des Moines available for commercial 
use. In a Reply to this Request filed 
with the Commission on July 16. 1956. 
the Educatioiml Television Council of 
Des Moines requested. Inter alia, a full 
hearing with opportunity for oral argu¬ 
ment before final decision, if the Com¬ 
mission were disposed to unreserve 
Channel 11. The parties to thb rule 
making proceeding have, however, had 
ample opportunity to submit all rele¬ 
vant facts, data and views in writing for 
our consideration. On the basis of our 
careful review of the extensive comments 
and reply comments which have been 
submitted, we do not believe that the 
hearing sought by the Council would 
provide meaningful additional assistance 
to us in reaching our decision. 

11. In iU Reply of July 16. 1956, the 
Educational Television Council of Des 
Moines also submitted information con¬ 
cerning certain recent developments on 
the Des Moines educatiozial television 
project. In a "Response" to this plead¬ 
ing Rib Mountain objected to inclusion of 
these statements as part of the record 
upon which our decision is based. Since 
nothing in the Reply of July 16.1956 af¬ 
fords a basis for revising the conclusions 
to which we have come upon our consid¬ 
eration of the timely comments filed in 
this proceeding. It is not necessary to 
decide whether it would be appropriate 
to reopen this proceeding in order to re¬ 
ceive further comments and reply com¬ 
ments concerning developments since the 
date previously designated for the filing 
of comments. 

12. In light of our decision herein it 
is not necessary that we pass upon Rib 
Mountain's comment regarding the es¬ 
tablishment of a new classification of 
television station involving Joint com¬ 
mercial and non-commercial use. This 
action would constitute a basic departure 
from tlie policies underlying the educa¬ 
tional reservation, and should not. we 
think, be considered in the limited con¬ 
text of a single community, since it would 
have potential effect on all reserved as¬ 
signments including both those in use. 
and those not yet in use. 

13. We have not been persuaded that 
it would be in the public interest to grant 
KOTV* *s request for authority to operate 
on Channel 11 pending a determination 
of this proceeding. The Commission re¬ 
jected such a request by KOTV In the 
Notice of Proposed Rule Making In this 
proceeding. The arguments advanced by 


KGTV in support of its request do not 
outweigh the reasons for our previooi 
decision on this request. 

14. In view of the foregoing: It U 
ordered. That the petition filed by Rib 
Mountain Television. Inc., on Pcbrusiy 
17. 1955, is denied. Insofar as it requests 
removal of Channel 11 at Des Moines 
from the educational reservation, and the 
proceedings herein are terminated 

Adopted: July 19. 1956. 

Released: July 23.1956. 

FEDKRAL ColOfUNlCATIONS 
COMMXSSlOlf.^ 

I SEAL] Mary Jahx Morris. 

Secretary. 

iP. R. xx> 0 . 66-6044: Filed. July 26. IIM; 

• 8:46 a.m.) 


( 47 CFR Part 3 ] 

(Docket No. 11499; FCC 66-786| 
Radio Broadcast Services 

TABLX or ASSICNKXNTS 

In the matter of amendment of} 3 606 
Table of assignments, rules governing 
television broadcast stations. 

1. Notice is hereby given that the Com* 
mission has received confiicting proposals 
for rule making in the above- entitled 
matter. 

2. On ^ptember 9.1955, the Conunis¬ 
sion issued a Notice of Proposed Rule 
Making iFCC 55-940) proposing to 
amend fi 3.606 Table of assignments, tele¬ 
vision broadcast stations, so as to assign 
Channel 26 4- to Shinglehouse. Pennsyl¬ 
vania. Channel 37 to Clymer, New York 
and substitute Channel 62+ for Channel 
37 in Meadvitle. Pennsylvania. This No¬ 
tice wras issued In response to a petiUon 
filed on June 17, 1955, by the WGR Cor¬ 
poration, Buffalo. New York.* 

3. On December 8. 1955. the LycomiM 
Broadcasting Company. WiUiamsporl. 
Pennsylvania, filed a petition requesting 
nile making to amend the Table of As¬ 
signments so as to assign Channel 26^ 
to Williamsport. Pennsylvania * In view 
of the fact that Shinglehouse and WU- 
llamsport are only about 80 miles apart 
and that this distance is far less than 
the required co-channel spacing f^ 
UHP assignments. Channel 26 cannot be 
assigned to both communities. The peti¬ 
tions are therefore mutually 

On January 9. 1956. WGR CorporaUOD 
filed an opposition to this request 

4. The Commission also has before w 
for consideration the petition of H. 
Williams. M. E. Cousler. and Lowell w. 
Williams, d/b as The Helm Coal Cc^ 
pany, permittee of Station WNOW-TV 
on Channel 49 in York. Pcnnsylvama 
filed on August 1. 1955. requesting tbsi 

1 CommlaalonerB Bartley, X)oerf®r, ^ 
dtaacuting* 

» ThU propotaX would aliO require a 
In the offset carrier requirement fw^ 
nel 62 in Frederick. Maryland, from esT 
62 even. , ^ 

• ThU propoeaX would also require R ^ 

In the ofleet carrier requirement ^ 
Channel 26 assignment tn New tondon. 
nectlcut. from 26-f to 26—. 
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rule making be instituted to amend the 
television Table of Assignments so as to 
assign Channel 21 to York, Pennsylvania 
to replace Channel 49 as follows : 



CbanncI No. 

City 



Dolrlo 

Add 

York, r* ...Si ____ 

49 

21 + 

LmoMtar, 

214- 

49 


Hsrold C. Burke held a permit to operate 
Station WWLA on Channel 21 in Lan¬ 
caster. However, on January 17. 1956. 
this permit was deleted. Petitioner re¬ 
quests that the Commission direct it to 
show cause why its outstanding authori¬ 
sation should not be modiAed to specify 
operation on the proposed new assign¬ 
ment. 

6. The Commission also has before it 
the conAicting petition of The Patriot- 
News Company, permittee of Station 
WTPA on Channel 71 in Harrisburg. 
Pennsylvania. Aled on July 16, 1955. re¬ 
questing an amendment of the Table of 
Assignments so as to assign Chaimel 21 
to Harrisburg. Pennsylvania, in place of 
Channel 71 as follows: 


City 

Chonnoi Xou 

l)«bto 

Add 

IVtiwylrMib; 
lUtrUburf.. 

n+ 
21 + 
36- 

11 

JiftocaM#r..^ 

iMUknuiport...*.. 


As noted, the Patriot-News Company 
operates Station WTPA on Channel 71. 
WRAK. Incorporated, holds a permit to 
Wrate SUtlon WRAK-TV on Channel 
in Williamsport, but the station has 
not yet been constructed. As noted 
^ve. the permit for SUUon WWLA. 
wWch was authorized to operate on 
^annel 21 in Lancaster, was deleted on 
Jwuary 17. 1956. Petitioner requests 
™t the Commtsslon direct it and 
WRAK-TV to show cause why their out- 
ending authorizations should not be 
mo^ed to specify operation on the new 
•^^anments proposed for the communi- 
Ues. 


6. The Commission further has a peti- 
Wed on April 27, 1956. by the Sus¬ 
quehanna Broadcasting Co., permittee of 
^Uon WSBA-TV on Channel 43 in 
^rk. guesting the substitution of 
Channel 21 for 43 In York as follows: 


City 

ChoiiDel No. 




Debto 

Add 

_• 

*—- 

43 

21+ 

21+ 

43 


requests that the Commission 
inoV lu^ Cause why Its outsUnd- 
should not be modiAed 
nj^^^^Wration on the proposed new 

21 cannot be assigned to 
Harrisburg because the 
c^^es is weU below 
ior 155-mile co-channel spacing 

uruf assignments in Zone L The 


three petitions are therefore mutually 
exclusive and must be considered to¬ 
gether. In addition, the Harrisburg re¬ 
quest conflicts with the WOR and Ly¬ 
coming requests since the Patriot-News 
Company petition would delete Channel 
36 from Williamsport and Lycoming 
would retain it there, and since WOR 
would place Channel 26 in Shinglehouse 
at less than the required spacing from 
Williamsport where Patriot-News would 
assign this frequency. Therefore, these 
requests should all be considered in the 
same proceeding. 

8. The Commission believes that fur¬ 
ther rule making should be instituted in 
this proceeding in order that the above 
conflicting requests may be considered 
and that all interested parties may have 
the opportunity of presenting their views 
on the various proposals to the Commis¬ 
sion. 

9. Authority for the adoption of the 
amendments proposed by petitioners 
herein is contained in sections 4 (i), 301. 
303 (c). (d). (f) and (r). 307 (b) and 
316 of the Communications Act of 1934. 
as amended. 

10. Any Interested party who is of the 
opinion that the amendments proposed 
by the WGR Corporation. Lycoming 
Broadcasting Company. The Helm Coal 
Company. Susquehanna Broadcasting 
Co., or The Patriot-News Company, 
should not be adopted, or should not be 
adopted in the form set forth herein, may 
Ale with the Commission on or before 
August 22. 1956. a written statement or 
brief setting forth his comments. Com¬ 
ments in support of the proposed amend, 
ments may also be Aled on or before the 
same date. Comments or briefs in reply 
to the original comments may be Aled 
within 10 days from the last day for 
flUng said original comments. No addi¬ 
tional comments may be Aled unless (1) 
speciAcally requested by the Commission 
or (21 good cause for the flUng of such 
additional comments is established. The 
Co mm is s ion will consider all such com¬ 
ments that arc submitted before taking 
action in this matter, and if any com¬ 
ments appear to warrant the holding of a 
hearing or oral argument, notice of the 
time and place *of such hiring or oral 
argument will be given. 

11. The various parties have requested 
the Commission to Issue Orders to Show 
Cause why their authorizations should 
not be modiAed to specify operation on 
the proposed channels. We believe, 
however, that Orders to Show Cause 
should not be issued at this time and 
that such further show cause proceed¬ 
ings as may be necessary can be insti¬ 
tuted at the termination of this rule 
making proceeding. 

12. In accordance with provisions of 
i 1.764 of the Commission's rules and 
regulations, an original and 14 copies of 
all statements, briefs, or comments shall 
be furnished the Commission. 

Adopted: July 19. 1956. 

Released: July 23. 1956. 

FEDnAL COKMTTNICATIONS 
Commission. 

[8£AL] Mart Jans Morris. 

Secretary, 

IF. R. Doc. 56-6045: Plied. July 36. 1956; 
6:46 a. m.i 


I 47 CFR Part 3 ) 

(Docket No. 11749; FCC 66-7361 
Radio Broaxk:a8T Ssrvicxs 
TABLE or ASSIGNMENTS 

In the matter of amendment of $ 3.606 
Table of assionments, television broad¬ 
cast stations. (Peoria. Illinois. Daven¬ 
port. Iowa-Rock Island-MoUne. Illinois.) 

1. Notice is hereby given of further 
rule making in the above-enUtled matter. 

2. On June 25. 1956, the Commission 
Issued a Notice of Proposed Rule Making 
in the above-entitled matter proposing 
the following channel changes; 


Clly 

Cbaoncl No. 


riewnt 

Propoiid 

OtUrdnire. lU. 

Pwio, III. 

40 

a 19. *37,« 
(Sfo DoTeaport. lowo) 

77 

19.2a •r.U 

s 

Rock Uiood. m... 


(Offtft cturW deslctwUofM for Iha r»riouft ebaontb to 
br fiitfcfAed ia tho Baal Krport and OrUrr.) 


3. Upon further consideration of this 
matter, the Commission has concluded 
that the public interest would be served 
by assigning an additional UHP channel 
to Peoria and is therefore now proposing 
to assign Channel 31 to that community. 
The proposed channel changes for Peoria 
would then-be as follows: 


CUy 

Chaanol No. 

rroarni 

ProiMocd 

Peoflo, Ill- 

ai«. •37.43 

1^23. St, *37.43 



4. Any Interested party who is of the 
view that the proposed amendments 
should not be adopts, or should not be 
adopted in the form set forth herein, may 
Ale with the Commission on or before 
September 10, 1956, a written statement 
setting forth his comments. Comments 
supporting the proposed amendments 
may also be Aled on or before the same 
date. Comments in reply to original 
comments may be Aled within 15 days 
from the last date for Aling said original 
(comments. No additional comments may 
be filed unless (1) speclAeahy requested 
by the Commission or (2) good cause for 
the Aling of such additional comments 
is established. 

5. Authority for the adoption of the 
amendments proposed herein is con¬ 
tained in sections 1. 4 (1) and <J). 301, 
303 (a), (b). (c). (d>, (e). (f). (g). (h) 
and (r) and 307 (b) of the Adminis¬ 
trative Procedure Act. 

6. In accordance with the provisions 
of 1 1.764 of the rules, an original and 
14 copies of all written comments shall 
be furnished the Commission. 

Adopted: July 19.1956. 

Released: July 23.1956. 

Federal Commiinications 
Commission. 

[seal] Mart Jane Morris. 

Secretary. 

(F. R. Doc, 56-6046; Filed. July 26. 1966; 
6:46 A. m.J 
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PROPOSED RULE MAKING 


I 47 CFR Part 3 ] 

[Docket No. 11799; PCC 64-753) 

RADIO Broadcast Sxruces 

TABLE OF assignments 

In the matter of amendment of 
5 3.606 Tab^e of assignments, rules gov¬ 
erning television broadcast stations 
<Columbia. South Carolina). 

1. Notice is hereby given of rule mak¬ 
ing in the above-entitled matter. 

2. The Commission has before it for 
consideration a petition, filed January 
16. 1956 and amended June 25. 1956. by 
Palmetto Radio Corporation, permittee 
of television Station WNOK-TV, au¬ 
thorized to operate on Channel 67 in 
Columbia, South Carolina, for rule mak¬ 
ing to amend ( 3.606 Table of assign¬ 
ments, television broadcast stations, so 
as to assign Channel 5 to Sandy Run. 
South Carolina, by subsdtuUng either 
Channel 4 or Channel 7 for Channel 5 
in Charleston. South Carolina, Peti¬ 
tioner requests that WCSC. Inc, be 
ordered to show cause why its authoriza¬ 
tion for operation of Station WCSC-TV, 
Charleston. South Carolina, should not 
be modified to specify operation on 
Channel 4 or Channel 7 In place of 
Channel 5. 

3. In support of its request, petitioner 
states that it now serves the Columbia 
area by operating station WNOK-TV on 
UHF Channel 67 in Columbia. It desires 
to provide a second VHP service to the 
Columbia area by operating WNOK-TV 
on Channel 5 in Sandy Run. a commu¬ 
nity approximately 15 miles south- 
southeast of Columbia. As petitioner 
avers, the allocation of Channel 5 to 
Sandy Run would require that the pres¬ 
ent assignment of Station WC8C-TV in 
Charleston be changed from Channel 5 
to another channel. Petitioner contends 
that either Channel 4 or Channel 7 could 
be substituted for Channel 5 in accord¬ 
ance with the mileage separation re¬ 
quirements of our rules. 

4. On February 14. 1956, and July 17, 
1956, WCSC. Inc. (WC8C-TV) filed 
Oppositions to the proposal. A second 
Opp^tion was filed on April 2. 1956 by 
The Washington Post Company, licensee 
of Station WMBR-TV (Channel 4), 
JacksonvUle, Florida. Both opponents 
assert that, although the proposal to re¬ 


quire WCSC-TV to operate on Channel 

4 would meet the requirements of 1 3.610 
there would be inadequate co-channel 
spacing between WCSC-TV and WMBR- 
TV on Channel 4. These sUtions are 
196.5 miles apart, and virtually all of the 
path between them is over water. Thus, 
opponents allege, there would be ex¬ 
cessive Interference due to the high level 
of tropospheric propagation. As an ad¬ 
ditional reason for denial of the request. 
WCSC. Inc. contends that the substitu¬ 
tion of some other channel for Channel 

5 at WC8C-TV would entail a substantial 
expense for that licensee and might re¬ 
sult in a disruption of its service and an 
inconvenience to the public. 

5. The Commission on June 25. 1956. 
adopted a Report and Order in its gen¬ 
eral television allocation proceeding in 
Docket No. 11532. outlining a long-range 
program designed to Improve the tele¬ 
vision allocation structure and at the 
same time specifying the bases on which 
it would consider channel changes in the 
interim with a view to improving the 
immediate television situation in indi¬ 
vidual communities. In that Report and 
Order the Commission determined that 
it would be desirable in some instances 
to add an additional VHP assignment 
which meets ail of the requirmenU of 
the present rules with the excci>Uon that 
the minimum spacing from the city 
where the new assignment Is proposed 
would not be met. In those instances we 
stated that the proponents of channel 
changes should demonstrate that a 
transmitter site is available wliich would 
meet all transmitter spacing require¬ 
ments. 

6. Petitioner asserts that a new station 
on Channel 5 in Sandy Run would serve 
the entire Columbia area. Because of 
the proximity of Sandy Run to Colum¬ 
bia. a television station with a trans¬ 
mitter site in or near Sandy Run could, 
under the Commission's new separation 
requirements, be licensed as a Columbia 
faculty. Accordingly, the Commission is 
of the view that any allocation of Chan¬ 
nel 6 in the Columbia area should be 
specified as a Columbia assignment. 

7. The Commission is of the view that 
rule making proceedings should be insti¬ 
tuted in this matter in order that all in¬ 
terested parties may submit their views 
and relevant data. 


8. Wc do not believe, however, that we 
should direct WCSC. Inc., at this state 
in this proceeding to show cauEC why 
its authorization for Station WCSC-TV. 
Charleston. South Carolina, should not 
be modified to specify operation on either 
Channel 4 or Channel 7 in place of Chan¬ 
nel 5. Such additional show cause pro¬ 
ceedings which may be necessar>' will be 
instituted at a later date. 

9. Any interested party who Is of the 
view that the proposed amendment 
should not be adopted, or should not be 
adopted In the form set forth herein, 
may file with the Commission on or be¬ 
fore September 10. 1956, a written state¬ 
ment setting forth his comments. Com¬ 
ments supporting the proposed amend¬ 
ment may also be filed on or before the 
same date. Comments in reply to origi¬ 
nal comments may be filed within 15 
days from the last date for filing said 
original comments. No additional com¬ 
ments may be filed unless <l) specifically 
requested by the Commission or (2) 
good cause for the filing of such addi¬ 
tional comments is established. 

10. Parties submitting comments in 
this proceeding are requested to direct 
their attention to the matters discussed 
in paragraph 31 of the Commission's 
Report and Order in Docket No. 11532. 
All data indicating television coverage 
should be filed in accordance with the 
procedures specified in paragraphs 36- 
40 of the said Report and Order. 

11. Authority for the adoption of the 
amendment proposed herein is contained 
In sections 1, 4 (1) and (J>. 301. 303 (a), 
(b), (c), (d), (e), (f), (g). (h) and CD 
and 307 Cb) of the Communications 

of 1934. as amended, and section 4 of the 
Administrative Procedure Act 

12. In accordance with the provisions 
of 1 1.764 of the rules, an original and 14 
copies of all written comments shall be 
furnished the Crommlsslon. 

Adopted: July 19.1956. 

Released: July 23.1956. 

Federal Oommunicatioks 
Commission. 

IsSAL] Mary Jake Morris, 

Secretary, 

|P. R. Doc. 56-6047: Filed. July 26, 1954; 
S:47a.in.) 


NOTICES 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Mines 
i Regional AdminUtrative Order No. 2~B) 
Certain Officials, Region I 

DELEGATION OF AUTHORITY TO EXECUTE 
CONTRACTS 

1. In accordance with the provisions 
of paragraph 205.2.4A (4) of the Bureau 
of Mines Manual, the following officials 
of Region I, Bureau of Mines, may, sub¬ 
ject to the limitations herein prescribed, 
execute and approve contracts and pur¬ 
chase orders for equipment, supplies, or 


services, including maintenance and re¬ 
pairs in conformity with applicable regu¬ 
lations and statutory requirements, ex¬ 
cept that contracts and purchase orders 
in the following categoDes require ap¬ 
proval by the Regional Director, Region 
1. or the Director, Bureau of Mines (see 
subparagraph 205.2.4A (1)>: 

(a) Any for more than $500. 

(b) Purchase of land. 

(c) Printing and binding. 

(d> Automobiles and trucks. 

(e) Microfilm equipment and services 
over$100. 

it) Construction. 


(g) AlteraUons and repairs to 
ngs in excess of $500. 

(h) Drilling. 

(1) Working fund agreemenU 
)ther Oovernment agencies. 

(J> Cooperative agreemenU on re- 
tcarcb programs. 

«k) Office furniture and machlMs. 

Assistant Regional 
Maska: Provided. That under this 
raragraph the Fiscal limitation of I 
la) shall be $2000. ^ 

Superlntendent. Northwest Exi* 
nent StaUon. Seattle. Washington^ 

Chief. Spokane Field Office. Spokane 
^ashinaton. 
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Chief. Division of Administration. Al¬ 
bany. Oregon. 

Procurement and Supply Officer, DivU 
lion of Administration. Albany. Oregon. 

Designated Engineers in charge of field 
projects. 

2. Change orders and extra work or¬ 
ders—with respect to any contract (in¬ 
cluding a contract approved by the Di¬ 
rector or the Regional Director. Region 
I) the officials mentioned above may. up 
to $500. issue change orders and extra 
work orders pursuant to the contract, 
enter into any modifications and amend¬ 
ments of the contract which are legally 
permissible, and terminate the contract 
if such action Is legally authorized. 

3. Authorities delegated by this order 
may not be redelegated without the ap¬ 
proval of the Regional Director. Region I. 

4. The delegations contained herein 
supersede those in Regional Administra¬ 
tive Order No. 2 dated January 24. 1955. 
and 2.A dated AprU 15. 1955. 

Mark L. Wright, 

Actin{f ReoUmal Director^ 
Region /• 

Approved: July 17,1956. 

Thos. H. Miller, 

Acting Director, Bureau of Mines. 

IF. a Doe. 56-0050; Filed. July 26. 1066; 

8:40 a. m.) 


department of agriculture 


Commodity Stobillzotion Service and 
Commodity Credit Corporation 

Director and Crazy or Fiscal Division 


oixiiGATioN or authority with respect 
to letters of credit 


The Director and the Chief of the 
Jwal Division of each of the CSS 
^mmodity Offices listed below are au¬ 
thorized to consent to the reduction or 
cancellation of letters of credit issued to 
^ in favor of the Commodity Credit 
Coijomtlon and to draw drafts under 
letters of credit against issuing 


CS8 Commodity Office. 623 South Wabaah 
Chicago 6. niluoU. 

arS? ^ninuxUty Office, 120 Marali Street, 
rio New Orleans 16, Louisiana. 

Commodity Office. 500 South ETvay 
Dallas 1, Texas. 

Commodity Office. Federal Office 
BuUO,^^ DU Walnut Street. Kansas City 
Mtesourt 

Sff*® ^<^«odity Office. 1006 West Lake 
Mlnneapoiu 8. Minnesota. 

Commodity Office. 1218 Southwest 
Strest. Portland 5. Oregon. 

« Commodity Office. 408 Atlantic Ave- 
'J^Boiton 10, Manachusetu. 

W Commodity Office. 1010 Broadway. 
Cincinnati 2. Ohio. 


Specimen signatures of offlclals pres- 
^y occupying the above-entiUed posi- 
and of those persons authorized to 
rj capacity in their absence may 
^ Obtained by addressing wrttten roQuest 
Director of the office 


No. 145-1—4 


Done at Washington. D. C., this 23d 
day of July 1956. 

(seal! R. Gibb. 

Treosttrer. 

Commodity Credit Corporation. 
Recomended: 

J. J. Somers. 

Controller, 

Commodity Credit Corporation, 
Approved: July 23.1956. 

Walter C. Berger. 

Acting Executive Vice President, 
Commodity Credit Corporation. 

(F. B. Doc. 56-6087; Filed. July 26. 1956; 
8:65 a. m.| 


Office of Hie Secretary 

Kansas. South Dakota, and Texas 

1U8A8TES assistance; DELINEATION OP 
DROUGHT AREAS 

Pursuant to Public Law 875, 81st Con¬ 
gress. the President determined on Au¬ 
gust 26. 1954. that a major disaster oc¬ 
casioned by drought existed In the State 
of Kansas: the President determined on 
July 12. 1956, that a major disaster oc¬ 
casioned by drought existed In the State 
of South Dakota; and the President also 
determined on July 21, 1954. that a 
major disaster occasioned by drought ex¬ 
isted in the State of Texas and extended 
that determination on September 19, 
2955. 

Pursuant to the authority delegated 
to me by the Administrator. Federal Civil 
Defense Administration (18 F. R. 4609; 
19 P, R. 2148. 5364 ; 20 F. R. 4664), and 
for the purposes of section 2 (d) of Pub¬ 
lic Law 38, 81st Congress, as amended by 
Public Law 115, 83d Congress, and sec¬ 
tion 301 of Public Law 480. 83d Congress, 
the following counties in the following 
States were determined on July 12. 1956^ 
to be affected by the above-mentioned 
major disasters. 

Kantts! Ford. Rawlinii. Scott. Thomsa. 

South Dakota: Beadle. BuHalo, Hand. 
Bughea. Hyde. Jerauld. Lyman, Sully. 

Texaa; Oarza. Nolan. Shackelford. 

Done at Washington, D. C.. this 23d 
day of July 1956. 

fsEALj true D. Morse. 

Acting Secretary. 

(P. R. Doc. 56-6064: Filed. July 26. 1056; 

8:48 a. m.| 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

Office of Hie Secretary 
(CQFB 56~28| 

Commandant. U. 8. Coast Guard 
DELEGATION OF FUNCTIONS 

By virtue of the authority vested in me 
by Reorganization Plan No. 26 of 1950 
and 14 U. 8. C. 631, there are transferred 
to the Commandant. U. 8. Coast Guard, 
the functions of the Secretary of tbo 
Treasury under: 


5C59 

1« Public Law 548, 84th Congress, ap¬ 
proved June 4.1958. 

2. Public Law 549. 84th Congress, ap¬ 
proved June 4, 1956. 

The Commandant shall have final action 
on appeals made In accordance with sec¬ 
tion 1 (d) of this act. 

3. Public Law 64. 84th Congress, ap¬ 
proved June 8, 1955. 

The Commandant may make provi¬ 
sions for the performance by subordi¬ 
nates in the Coast Guard of all functions 
contained in the above acts except the 
Issuance of regulations and the action 
taken on appeals made in accordance 
with secUon 1 (d). Public Law 549, 84th 
Congress. 

Dated: July 24. 1956. 

Cssal) David W. Kenpall, 

Acting Secretary of the Treasury. 

(F. R, Doc. 66-6067; Filed. July 26. 1D56; 

8:50 a. iii.| 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDU¬ 
CATION, AND WELFARE 

Statement of Organization and 
Delegations of Author mr 

SdSCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS 

Part 10 of the Statement of Organiza¬ 
tion end Delegations of Authority of the 
Department (20 F. R. 1996), is amended 
as follows: 

1. Sec. 10.10 Organization, (a) The 
Food and Drug Administration shall con¬ 
sist of: 

Office of the Commlsstoner: Division of 
Administrative Management. Division of 
Federal-State Relations. 

Bureau of Enforcement. 

Bureau of Medicine. 

Bureau of Biological and Physical Sciences. 

Bureau of Field Administration. 

Bureau of Program Planning and Appraisal. 
• • • • • 

2. Paragraph (a) of SecUon 10.20 As¬ 
signment of respemsibiUties is amended 
by adding theretcT the following: 

(3) Following civil defense food and 
drug responsibiliUes delegated to the 
Secretary by FCDA Delegation No. 1 (19 
F. R. 4546, subject to the coordination 
for the Department as a whole by the 
Assistant Secretary for Federal-State 
Relations; 

(a) Plan a naUonal program, conduct 
research, develop technical guidance for 
States, and direct Federal acUviUes de¬ 
signed to meet the extraordinary needs 
for food and drug inspection and control 
In attacked areas. 

(b) During a civil defense emergency, 
employ temporarily additional person¬ 
nel without regard to the civil service 
laws as may be re<iulred to meet the civil 
defense reciuirements of an attack or of 
an anUcipated attack, subject to such 
departmental administrative policies and 
procedures as may be issued to govern 
emergency operations. 

(c) During a civil defense emergency, 
incur such obligaUons on behalf of the 
United States as may be required to meet 
the civil defense requirements of an at- 
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tack or of an anticipated attack, subject 
to such departmental Ascal policies and 
procedures as may be Issued to govern 
emergency operations, 

(d) Disseminate such civil defense in¬ 
formation as may be approved from time 
to time by the Federal Civil Defense Ad¬ 
ministration. 

(4) Authority to certify true copies of 
documents in the files of the Food and 
Drug Administration and. pursuant to 
section 1601. Title 42. U. S. C., to cause 
the seal of the Department to be alllxed. 

Dated: July 20. 1956. 

tSEALl HXROLD C. nUKT, 

Acting Secretary. 

|F. R. Doc. 66-6057; Filed. July 26, 1966; 

8:49 a, m.l 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

{Docket Nos. 10286.10287; FCC 56-7741 

Enter PRISE Co. and Beaumont 
Broadcastino Core. 

MEMORANDUM OPINION AND ORDER REOPEN¬ 
ING THE RECORD AND DESIGNATING APPU- 

CATIONS FOR FURTHER HEARING ON STATED 

ISSUES 

In re applications of The Enterprise 
Company. Beaumont. Texas. Docket No. 
10286. File No. BPCT-743; Beaumont 
Broadcasting Corporation. Beaumont. 
Texas. Docket No. 10287. File No. BPCT- 
762: for construction permtis for new 
television station. 

1. The Commission has under consid¬ 
eration (1) its Decision in The Ehiterprise 
Company, released August 6, 1954. 9 RR 
816; (2) a Memorandum Opinion and 
Order in that proceeding denying Enter¬ 
prise's petition for reconsideration, re¬ 
leased January 28. 1955. 9 RR 818u: (3) 
the Opinion of the United States Court of 
Appeals for the District of Columbia Cir¬ 
cuit. dated December 29.1955. in The En¬ 
terprise company v.JPederal Communi¬ 
cations Commission. — U. S. App. D. C. 
—. 13 RR 2033; <4) a petition for prompt 
Institution of further proceedings filed 
on March 13, 1956. by The Enterprise 
Company; (5) opposition to petition for 
prompt institution of further proceedings 
filed on March 21. 1956, by Beaumont 
Broadcasting Corporation; and (6) a re¬ 
ply to the opposition filed on March 27. 
1956. by The Enterprise Company 

2. On March 17. 1956, Beaumont filed 
a petition for writ of certiorari in the Su¬ 
preme Court of the United States; this 
was denied on April 30. 1956. Pursuant 
to the mandate of the Court of Appeals, 
further hearing and consideration of 
the applications herein is necessary. 

3. The Commission, in its Memoran¬ 
dum Opinion and Order released January 
28.1955. addressed to the petition for re¬ 


* KTRM. Inc., WAS An Applicant In the oiig- 
lOAl proceeding, lu appllcAtlon was denied 
by the CommlsAion's Decision released Au¬ 
gust 6. 1954. Its petition tor reconslderstlon 
And related pleadings were withdrawn by a 

letter of December 17. 1954. Oonsequently. 
Its application is no longer before the Oom- 
misaion. 


consideration before it filed by The En¬ 
terprise Company on September 7. 1954. 
affirmed its final decision In favor of 
Beaumont Broadcasting Corporation. In 
the Memorandum Opinion and Order 
the Commission noted that an executory 
agreement, entered Into between Beau¬ 
mont Broadcasting Corporation and 
KT1RM. Inc., had been filed with, it under 
an •'Information'* rule of the Commis¬ 
sion; that the terms thereof, should It 
become definitive in the future, would 
require Commission approval under 
another—and explicit—rule of the Com¬ 
mission ; that until that contingency oc¬ 
curred the matter was not before the 
Commission for consideration; that If 
the contingency occurred Commission 
determinations with respect thereto 
would be made under settled processes^ 
of the Commission. 

4. The Court of Appeals viewed the 
matter differently: it remanded the pro¬ 
ceeding to the Commission to take into 
account. In the hearing process, the 
aforesaid agreement. Although the 
Court also expressed the opinion that 
the comparison between the "competing 
applicants'* should be kept active as a 
requirement of due process, it stated that 
the grant to Beaumont need not be set 
aside by the Court or by the Commission 
prior to reopening of the record and con¬ 
sideration of the new evidence. 

5. In the circumstances the Commis¬ 
sion is required to return this proceeding 
to a Hearing Examiner for the comple¬ 
tion of comparative proceedings In ac¬ 
cordance with the directions contained in 
the decision of the United States Court 
of Appeals, notwithstanding a construc¬ 
tion permit has been awarded to. and is 
held by. Beaumont Broadcasting Corpo¬ 
ration. 

Accordingly, it is ordered. That the 
record herein is reopened and rcitnindcd 
to the examiner for further hearing and 
for the preparation of an Initial Decision, 
said further hearing to be held at the 
offices of the Commission in Washington. 
D. C.. at a time and date subsequently to 
be specified; 

It is further ordered. That the further 
hearing be upon the following issues: 

(1) To determine the effect upon the 
comparative qualifications of Beaumont 
Broadcasting Corporation and The En • 
terprlse Company of that certain agree¬ 
ment dated December 15. 1954. between 
Beaumont. W. P. Hobby and KTRM. In 
this connection, the present record in 
this proceeding shall be supplemented 
by the receipt of evidence concerning (a) 
the making of. and the terms and the 
character of. said agreement as the same 
shall bear upon the processes of the 
Commission and the public interest; (b) 
the effect of sai|i agreement upon the fi¬ 
nancial status of Beaumont Broadcasting 
Corporation. 

(2) To determine whether or not. In 
the public Interest, convenience and 
necessity, in the light of the facts ad¬ 
duced under issue <1) and the present 
hearing record, the permit Issued to 
Beaumont Broadcasting Corporation 
should be rescinded, or should be 
awarded to *rhe Enterprise Company. 

!t is further ordered. That the petition 
filed on March 21.1956 by The Enterprise 


Company is granted insofar as the rclld 
requested is afforded by the foregoing. 

Adopted: July20.1956. 

Released: July 23,1956. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

(seal] Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretarv 

(F. R. Doe. 56-6048; Filed, July 36. 19M; 
8:47 a. m.| 


(Docket No. 11800; TCC 56-7591 
Western Union Telegraph Co. 

ORDER DESIGNATING MATTER FOR HEAtlXV 
AND INVESTIGATION 

In the matter of charges, classifies- 
tions. regulations and practices for and 
In connection with certain Interstate and 
Foreign Telegraph Services of The West¬ 
ern Union Telegraph Company. 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission, held at its offices In 
Washington, D. C.> on the 19th day of 
July 1956; 

The Commission, having under consld- 
eration Transmittal Letter No. 4366. and: 

<1) Revised tariff schedules filed by 
The Western Union Telegraph Company 
to become effective July 29. 1956, desig¬ 
nated as follows: 

The Wkstbin Union TxLSGaAPH CoMf ant 

Tariff F. C. C. No. 229: 

6th RevUed Page 9A. 

9th Revlaed Page 25. 

11th RevUed Page 36. 

Tariff F. C. C.No. 232: 

Sth Revlaed Page 6. 

7th RevUed Page 7. 

7th RevUed Pag** 8. 

10th RevUed Page 9. 

amending certain schedules contained In 
Its tariffs, entitled Money Order Serv¬ 
ices and Domestic Telegraph RaUA 
rcspecUvely: 

(2) Revised tariff schedules filed by 
The Western Union Telegraph Compaq 
to become effective August I, 1^* 
designated as follows: 

Th* Westesn union TM.waupn OompakY 

Tariff F. O. C.No. 185: 

60th RevUed Page 9. 

43d RevUed Page 11. 

37th Revised Page 13. 

41st RevUed Page 13. 

4Ut Revised Page 16. 

44th Revised Page 17. 

48th RevUed Page 18. 

29th RevUed Page 22. 

36th RevUed Page 23. 

57th RevUed Page 27. 

8th RevUed Page 27A. 

44th RevUed Page 28. 

8th RevUed Page TBA. 

S5th Revised Page 29. 

53d RevUed Page 31. 

85th RevUed Page 32. 

43d RevUed Page 33. 

58th Revised Psgc 34. 

47th Revised Page 35. 

49th RevUed Page 36. 

21st RevUed Page 36A. 

44th Revised Page 37. 

56th Revised Page 41. 

61ft Revised Page 42. 

45th RevUed Page 43. 

39th RevUed Page 44. 

Tariff F.O. C.No. 198: 

22d Revised Page 19. 
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T»rtflP.C.C.No.308: 

9th R«viM<l 8. 

7th Revtsad Page 9. 

7th RevtMKl Page 10. 

7th RevUed Page 1X. 

9th Revtaed Page 19. 

10th Revlaed Page 94. 

4th Revised Page 20. 

amending certain schedules contained in 
iU tariffs, entitled Baseball-SporU Ticker 
Service. Quotation Service and Quotation 
Service by Message, respectively; 

(3) A revised tariff schedule filed by 
The Western Union Telegraph Company 
to become cffecUve September 1, 1950, 
designated as follows: 

Tni WEBTEUf Union TaLBosArn Company 

Ikrtff F. C. C. No. 233: 

Sd Ravljed Page 05A. Rule 13,03. 

amending a schedule contained in its 
tariff entitled International Telegraph 
Service: 

(4> Revised tariff schedules filed by 
The Western Union Telegraph Company 
to become effective November 1, 1956, 
designated as follows: 

Tur WEaraoN Union TKiJsoiurii Company 

Tariff F. c. C. No. 210: 

40th Rovlaed Page 10, matter marked (I) 
and (T). 

amending certain schedules contained in 
its tariff entitled Baseball-Sports Serv¬ 
ice by Message and Direct Wire. 

It appearing that the above-cited 
schedules contain new and Increased 
charges for certain interstate and foreign 
communication services, together with 
certain new classifications, regulations 
and practices, and that Ufc Commission 
Is unable to determine from an examina¬ 
tion of the above-cited tariff schedules 
whether the charges, classifications, 
regulations and practices therein con¬ 
tained will be lawful under the Com¬ 
munications Act of 1934, as amended; 

It further appearing that The Western 
Union Telegraph Company proposes to 
•®end its applicable tariff schedules to 
effect increases In the charges for inter¬ 
vale press messages: 

It further appearing that if the above* 
Jiw tariff schedules are permitted to 
o^me effective on the dates specified 
the rights and interests of the 
public may be adversely affected thereby; 

it is ordered. That, pursuant to sec- 
•wn* 201. 202. 204. 205 and 403 of the 
^mmunicatlons Act of 1934. as amend- 
the Commission shall enter upon a 
p^Jiog and investigation concerning the 
mwfulness of the charges, classifications, 
^KulatloQs and practices set forth in the 
•oove-clted tariff schedules; 

it ie further ordered. That, pursuant 
^ 204 of the Communications 

w of 1934. as amended, the operation of 
^ above-described Uriff schedules is 
weby suspended, unless otherwise or- 
by the Commission; as follows; 
•.vkH above-described revised tariff 
30 ftlcd to become effective July 

are suspended until October 29, 

The above-described revised tariff 
^Wules filed to become effective Au- 
^ 1 *1956^* are suspended until Novem* 

•rhii above-described revised tariff 
acdulc filed to become effective Sep¬ 


tember 1, 1950, Is suspended until De¬ 
cember 1.1956. 

(4) The above-described revised tariff 
schedules filed to become cffecUve No¬ 
vember 1, 1956, arc suspended until Feb¬ 
ruary 1,1957; 

and that during said periods of suspen¬ 
sion no changes shall be made in said 
tariff schedules or in the charges, classl- 
ficaUons, regulations or practices sought 
to be altered thereby, unless authorized 
by special permission of the Commission; 

It is further ordered. That, without In 
any way limiting the scope of the in¬ 
vestigation. it shall include consideration 
of the following specific matters: 

1. The operating revenue and allow¬ 
able revenue deductions which The West¬ 
ern Union Telegraph Company may 
reasonably be expected to experience 
during a reasonable future period from 
its landline operaUona and the related 
rate base for such period: 

2. The effect of increased wages, ef¬ 
fective June 1. 1956. and January 1, 
1957, on Western Union's operating ex¬ 
penses to be allowed in approving rates 
for the future, and the proper appor¬ 
tionment of such expenses to each of the 
services and classifications offered by 
the Company; 

3. The lawfulness under the Commu¬ 
nications Act of 1934. as amended, of the 
proposed 20 cents a message discount on 
all sent-paid messages in excess of 50 
such messages filed by tlelinc In a month 
by a customer: 

4. The increased rates for Interstate 
Press messages which Western Union 
proposes to file and the lawfulness 
thereof under the Communications Act 
of 1934. as amended; 

5. The lawfulness under the Commu¬ 
nications Act of 1934. as amended of 
the relationships among the proposed 
charges in the several rate zones for each 
of the classes of message telegraph 
service: 

8. Whether the above-mentioned tariff 
schedules will subject any person or class 
of persons to unjust or unreasonable dis¬ 
crimination or give any undue or unrea¬ 
sonable preference or advantage to any 
person, class of persons or locality, or 
subject any person, class of persons or 
locality to any undue or unreasonable 
prejudice or disadvantage within the 
meaning of section 202 (a) of the Com¬ 
munications Act of 1934, as amended: 

7. Whether any of the charges, classi¬ 
fications, regulations or practices con¬ 
tained In the above-mentioned tariff 
schedules are or will be unjust and un¬ 
reasonable within the meaning of section 
201 (b) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended: 

8. Whether the Conunlsslon should 
prescribe just and reasonable charges, 
classifications, regulations, and practices 
or the maximum or minimum or maxi¬ 
mum and minimum charges to be here¬ 
after followed with respect to the serv¬ 
ices governed by the tariffs herein 
suspended, as well as for Press messages, 
and. If so, w’hat charges, classifications, 
regulations and practices should be pre¬ 
scribed. 

n U further ordered. That, in the 
event a decision as to the lawfulness 
of the charges, classifications, reguia- 
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tions and practices herein suspended has 
not been made during the aforesaid sus¬ 
pension periods, and said charges, classi¬ 
fications. regulations and practices go 
into effect. The Western Union Telegraph 
Company and its connecting and concur¬ 
ring carriers shall, until further order 
of the Commission, keep accurate ac¬ 
counts of all amounts charged, collected 
or received by reason of the charges set 
forth in the above-cited tariff schedules, 
specifying by whom and In whose behalf 
such amounts are paid; and shall file 
with the Commission a report on or 
before the 10th day of each calendar 
month, commencing December 10. 1956, 
showing the amounts accounted for as 
aforesaid during the previous calendar 
monUi: 

It is further ordered. That, a copy of 
this order be filed in the offices of'the 
Commission with said tariff schedules 
herein suspended: that The Western 
Union Telegraph Company and all car¬ 
riers listed in its Tariff P. C. C. No. 211 
as oononrring carriers with respect to 
matters contained in said tariff schedules 
herein suspended are hereby made par¬ 
ties respondent to this proceeding; and 
that a copy hereof be served upon each 
such respondent; upon the agency of 
each State which has regulatory jurisdic¬ 
tion with respect to communication rates 
and services and the National Associa¬ 
tion of Railroad and Utilities Commis¬ 
sioners; 

It is further ordered. That a hearing 
be held in U^a proceeding at the offices 
of the Commission In Washington, D. C., 
beginning at 10:00 a, m. on the 11th 
day of September 1956. before a presid¬ 
ing officer to be designated hereafter who 
sliall certify the record to the Commis¬ 
sion for decision without preparing cither 
an Initial Decision or a Recommended 
Decision. 

Released: July 20. 1956. 

PKOCTAL COMMUmCATlONS 
COKMISSION, 

[seal] Mary Jake Morris, 

5ecrcforif. 

IP. R. Doc. 50-0049; FllaU, July 20, 1950; 
8:47 a. m.] 


IDocket Nos. 11180.11718; FCC 60M-7O4] 
Bill Mathis and Key City Broadcasters 

ORDEB OONTXiruiMG REARINC CONFERENCE 

In re appUcaUons of Bill Mathis. Abi¬ 
lene. Texas, Docket No. 11180. Pile No. 
BP-8917; Howard Barrett and Robert H. 
Nash, d/b as Key City Broadcasters, 
Abilene, Texas, Docket No. 11718, Flic 
No. BP-10278; for construction permits. 

The Chief Hearing Ebcaminer having 
under consideration the motion of Bill 
Mathis, filed July 19. 1956, that the pre- 
hearing conference in the above-entitled 
proceeding, which is presently scheduled 
to be held July 24, 1956, be continued 
without date; 

It appearing that the motion is sup¬ 
ported by a showing of good and suf¬ 
ficient cause, and that all interested 
parties consent to the granting thereof 
and to a waiver of the provisions of sec¬ 
tion 1.745 of the rules to permit im¬ 
mediate consideration of the matter; 
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It is ordered. This 19th day of July 
195«» that the motion Is granted, and 
that the hearing conference presently 
scheduled for July 24. 1968 in the above- 
entitled proceeding is continued without 
date. 

FEDCR^L COinnXKlCATIOKS 
COBCMISSION. 

[seal] Mary Jane Morris. 

Secretary, 

IF. R. Doc, 56-8060: Piled. July 26. 1956; 
8:47 A. m.| 


[Docket Na 11801: PCC 56-7611 
GLOBS Wireless. Ltd. 

ORDER DESXCNATIKQ MATTER FOR HEARING 
AND INVESTIGATION 

In the matter of Globe Wireless Ltd., 
revision of Tariff P. C. C. No. 33, to in¬ 
crease charges for registered code ad¬ 
dresses. 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices In 
Washington, D. C., on the 19th day of 
July 1966: 

The Commission having under consid¬ 
eration a revised tariff schedule, filed by 
Globe Wireless. Ltd., to become effective 
September 1.1956, designated as follows: 
Globe Wireless Ltd.. Tariff P. C. C. No. 33. 
6th Revised Page 53. which amends para¬ 
graph 3 of Rule 13.1 to read in part as 
follows: 

(3) A chArge of 67.00 U mji4c for the r«gl»- 
traUon of a code addreaa for a iwelve-ipontli 
period. A alx-monUi reglatratton may be 
effected upon a fee of 64.00 • • • 

It appearing that under currently ef¬ 
fective tariff schedules the rates are $6.00 
for a twelve-month period and $3.50 for 
a six-month period; 

It further appearing that since Globe 
Wireless Ltd. in contravention of 
I 61.33' of the Commission’s rules, fur¬ 
nished no sUtement whatever giving rea¬ 
sons for the above-described increases in 
charges or the facts upon which it relied 
In Justification thereof, the Commission 
is unable to determine from an examina¬ 
tion of the aforesaid amendment whether 
it will be lawful under the Communica¬ 
tions Act of 1934. as amended; 

It further appearing that If the afore¬ 
said amendment Is permitted to become 
effective on the date specified in the re¬ 
vised tariff schedule, the rights and in¬ 
terests of the public may be adversely 
affected thereby; 

It is ordered. That pursuant to sec¬ 
tions 201. 204. 205, and 403 of the Com¬ 
munications Act of 1934. as amended, 
the Commission shall enter upon a hear¬ 
ing and investigation concerning the la^v- 
fulness of the charges set forth In the 
aforesaid amendment; 

It is further ordered. That pursuant to 
section 204 of the Communications Act 
of 1934. as amended, the operation of the 
aforesaid amendment Is hereby sus¬ 
pended unUl the 1st day of December 
1966, unless otherwise ordered by the 
Commission; and that during said period 
of suspension no changes shall be made 
in such suspended amendment unless 
authorized by special permission of the 
Commission; 


It is further ordered. That, without In 
any way limiting the scope of the In¬ 
vestigation, it shall include consideration 
of the following issues: 

(a) The justification, if any. for the 
increased rates which would demonstrate 
that they are lawful under Section 201 of 
the Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended: 

It is further ordered. That a copy of 
this Order be filed In the offices of the 
Commission with the tariff schedule con¬ 
taining the amendment herein sus¬ 
pended; that Globe Wireless Ltd. is 
hereby made a party respondent to the 
proceeding, and that a copy hereof be 
served upon said respondent: 

It is further ordered. That this matter 
Is designated for hearing at a time and 
place to be specified in a subsequent 
order: and that the presiding officer shall 
certify the record to the Commission 
without preparing either a recommended 
or Initial decision. 

Released: July 20. 1956. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

[SEALl Mart Jane Morris. 

Secretary. 

|r. R. Doc. 58-6051; Filed. July 26. 1956; 
8:48 a. m.) 


[Docket No. 11737; FCX: 56M-70X1 
Livingston Broadcasting Co. 

STATEMENT AND ORDER AFTER PREHIARINC 
CONFERENCE 

In re Application of M. H. Wlrth tr/as 
Livingston Broadcasting Co., Howell. 
Michigan. Docket No. 11737. Pile No. 
BP-10283; for construction permit. 

1. Pursuant to Rules 1.813 and 1.841, 
a prehearing conference w^as held on 
July 18. 1956. It was there noted that 
the mutually exclusive application of 
Paul A. Brandt. West Branch, Michigan 
(Docket No. 11736). which had been con¬ 
solidated for hearing with the Instant 
application, had. on his petition, been 
dismissed without prejudice on July 17, 
1956, by the Chief Hearing Examiner, 
who at the same time directed that the 
Livingston application be retained In 
hearing sUtus. The transcript of the 
prehearing conference Is Incorporated by 
reference, 

2. An Informal engineering conference 
will be held on or before July 25. 1956, 
for the purpose of attempting to arrive 
at a mutually satisfactory engineering 
presentation. 

3. All exhibits to be offered In support 
of their direct cases by applicant and 
respondent shall be fumi^ed counsel 
and the Hearing Examiner by August 29, 
1956. 5 p. m. 

4. The evidentiary hearing, now sched¬ 
uled for September 12, 1956. is continued 
to Septeml^r 19.1956. at 10 a. m.. in the 
offices of the Commission. Washington, 
D. C. 

So ordered, this 19th day of July 1956. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

(seal! Mary Jane Morris. 

Secretary. 

IF. R. Doc. 56-6052: Filed. July 26. 1956; 
8;48 a. tn.] 


^ IDocket No. 11738. etc.; FCC 56M-7001 
South Dade Broadcasting Co.. Inc., et u. 

ORDER AFTER FIRST PREHEARING CONFER ESCl 

In re applications of South Dade 
BroadcasUng Co.. Inc.. Homestead. Flor¬ 
ida. Docket No. 11738. PUe No. BP-10009: 
J. M. Pace, Homestead. Florida, Docket 
No. 11739. Pile No. BP-10198; Redland 
Broadcasting Company. Homestead. 
Florida. Docket No. 11740. File No. BP- 
10424; for construction permits. 

Appearances; Mr, William Thomson of 
Washington, D. C., on behalf of South 
Dade Broadcasting Co., Inc.; Mr. Philip 
M. Baker of Washington. D. C., on be¬ 
half of J. M. Pace; Mr. John P. Soulh- 
mayd of Washington. D. C.. on behalf of 
Redland BroadcasUng Company: and 
Mr. Ray R. Paul of Washington. D. C.. on 
behalf of the Chief, BroadcastinK Bu¬ 
reau. Federal CommunlcaUons Commis¬ 
sion. The respondent. Paul Brake, li¬ 
censee of SUtion WWPB. Miami. Florlds, 
was not present or represented. 

1. Pursuant to order dated July 3.1956. 
and In accordance with Sfi 1.813 and 1.841 
of the Commission’s rules, a prehearing 
conference was held on July 5. 1956, In 
which the parties participated by counsel 
as indicated in the statement of appear¬ 
ances above. The respondent, Paul 
Brake. Ucensee of Station WWPB. Miami. 
Florida, informally consented by tele¬ 
gram to the holding of the conference 
upon the short notice provided by the 
order, and his failure to appear in person 
or by counsel does not constitute any de¬ 
fault or waiver of rights on his behalf. 
Engineering consultants on behalf of the 
applicant ^uth Dade and Bureau were 
present, and the other two applicants 
were represented by their attorneys. The 
transcript of the proceedings, being 
Volume 1. pages 1 through 56. is made 
a part of the record and the rulings and 
determinations arrived at in conference 
are set out in this order. 

2. The Issues designated for bearing 
are as follows: 

1. To determine the areas and popula- 
Uons which would receive primary serv¬ 
ice from each of the proposed operations, 
and the availability of other primary 
service to such areas and populations. 

2. To determine whether any of the 
proposed operations would cause inter¬ 
ference to StaUon WWPB. Miami. Flor¬ 
ida; or any other existing standard 
broadcast stations, and, if so. the nature 
and extent thereof, the areas and popu¬ 
lations affected thereby, and the availa¬ 
bility of other primary service to such 
areas and populations. 

3. To determine which of the 

tions proposed in the above-captioned 
applications would better serve the public 
interest in the light of the evidence ad¬ 
duced under the foregoing Issues and re¬ 
cord made with respect to the significant 
differences between the applications as 
to; f 

(a) The background and experience w 

each of the above-named applicants lo 
own and operate Its proposed 

<b) The proposals of each of tn 
above-named applicants with . 

the tslcl management and operation 
the proposed stations. 
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(c) The prograraminsT service pro-* 
posed in each of the above-mentioned 
applications. 

4. To determine, in the light of the evi¬ 
dence adduced pursuant to the foreaolng 
issues, which, if any, of the applications 
should be granted. 

The first Question that arose Involved a 
definition, for the purposes of this hear¬ 
ing. of primary service as used In Issue 

No. 1. 

3. It was contended, primarily on be¬ 
half of South Dc|de. that the showing to 
he made under the first issue permits 
evidence upon the matters set out in 
13.188 of the Commission's rules, par¬ 
ticularly the proposed signal strengths 
over the business, factory and residential 
areas of the city.' It was ruled, as urged 
by Bureau counsel, that the issues in this 
proceeding, including the primary serv¬ 
ice Issue No. 1. do not contemplate or 
permit the consideration of evidence 
upon the comparative attributes of the 
applicants* proposals in relation to the 
transmitter location factors specified In 
Section 3.188. No special issue directs 
such inquiry in this proceeding, and 
when questions exist under the cited sec¬ 
tion—such as blanket area population 
problems—an appropriately specific Is¬ 
sue is customarily suted In the Com¬ 
mission's order of designation. The pri¬ 
mary service referred to in the first issue 
pertains essentially to the 0.6 mv/m and 
2.0 mv/m contours which arc deemed 
adequate for primary service to niral 
and urban areas respectively. Accord¬ 
ingly. evidence upon the matters dis¬ 
cussed in I 3.188 w'ill not be received in 
this proceeding.* 


* Section 3.188 of the Oommla8lon*a mice is 
in pvt ss foUows: 

location of iranamitterM, (a) The four 
JwUnsry obJecUves to be obtained In the seXec- 
Uon o| a site for a transmitter of a broadcast 
ttauon are as foUows: 

(1) To senre adequately the center of pop- 
Uisuon In which the studio U located and to 
give maximum coverage to adjacent areaa. 

(2) To cause and experience minimum In- 
^fertnea to and from other statSone. 

O) To present a minimum hazard to air 
uavlgatkm conslatent with objectives (I) 
nnd(a|. ' ' 

(4) To fulfill certain other requirements 
given below. 

Cb) The site selected should meet the 
ioiiowlng conditions: 

il) A minimum field intensity of 35 to 
w mv/m wUI be obtained over the business 
^ areas of the city. 

f2) A minimum field Intensity of 6 to 10 
mv/m will be obtained over the moet distant 
reildentlal tecUon. 

wctlon also discusses, through Its sub- 
T^Uon (m), numerous other considerations, 
•u related to the subject of location of trans- 
^tera; for eaample. subsecUon fm) em- 
the Importance of a field Intensity 
TOvey, stating In part that, **• • • It la neeea- 
for a higher power station fthan a 100 
^tt station! 4o make a field-lnlenslty sur- 
to determine that the site selected will 
^ entirely satisfactory.** It does not now 
^hat any applicant has made, or will 
ooer fvldenea ccmcemlng such a transmitter 
«te survey. 

ruling above Is explained In part by 
statementa made on the record by the 
Bej^ng Examiner: 

* • • primary service as used In Issue 
^ I in this proceeding is not properly to 
*>• construed as permitting evidence upon. 


4. The nature of the engineering evi¬ 
dence to be offered was discussed gen¬ 
erally but inconclusively because not all 
engineering consultants were present. 
It was ascertained that two applicants 
and Bureau have consulting engineers 
available in Washington. O. C., that one 
applicant's engineer resides in Atlanta, 
Georgia, and It is not known whether 
Paul Brake has or expects to be assisted 
by a consulting engineer. It was not 
then ascertainable whether or to what 
extent the various parties would rely 
upon field intensity measurements or soil 
conductivity values shown in the Com¬ 
mission's Rules In predicting the service 
contours and Interference potentials of 
the proposed stations. It was recognized 
that the hearing evidence should rest 
primarily upon mutually acceptable en¬ 
gineering data, regardless of whether 
measurement data or map values are re¬ 
lied upon. To achieve uniformity it was 
agreed that the parties would encourage 
and assist their engineering representa¬ 
tives to hold Informal conferences, in 
person and by mall, to resolve as fully as 
possible questions and disagreements 
that might arise. 

5. It was agreed that the applicants 
will exchange, on or before August 6. 
1956. tentative or draft copies of their 
exhibits upon engineering matters, and 
that conferences among the parties 
thereafter will seek to eliminate conflicts 
and objections. Alter such preliminary 
exchange and conferences the appli¬ 
cants, as contemplated by Section 1.84X 
of the Commission's. Rules, shall ex¬ 
change exhibits in final form upon all 
matters at issue on or before September 
24. 1956. A second prehearing confer¬ 
ence will be convened on October 3. 1956. 
The hearing of ^idcnce shall be com¬ 
menced on October 10, 1956. It was 
recognized that scheduling appearances 
of the witnesses will be discussed at the 
second prehearing conference and that 
some modification of the schedule above 
stated may be required. 

6. The exchange of exhibits herein¬ 
above provided for shall be accomplished 
as follows; 

a. The preliminary or draft exhibits to 
be exchanged on August 6. 1956, shall be 
provided in duplicate by each applicant 
to each of the other parties, including 
Bureau and the respondent. Paul Brake; 
no copy is to be supplied to or for the 
Hearing Examiner; 

b. The exhibits in final form to be ex¬ 
changed on September 24.1956, shall also 
be provided in duplicate to all parties 
with one copy to be supplied to the 
Hearing Examiner; 

€. The final form exhibits, to the ex¬ 
tent practicable, shall be separately 
Identified by number, shall include con¬ 
secutively numbered pages in each ex¬ 
hibit, and shall have coDeecuUvely 


or Inquiry about, the traimltSev location 
questions that axe discussni and provided for 
In aecUon 3.188 of the rules. Prscedent ex¬ 
ists for the proposition that, when either the 
competing parties or the Commiseion have 
concern about the matters there presented, 
those matters are omde the subject of spe¬ 
cial Issues. I am not aware of any precedent 
for permitting Inquiry under this general 
primary service issue into the transmitter 
location qiietUona. • • • 


numbered lines on each page. The 
exhibit numbering shall be as follows: 

(1) South Dade: beginning at No. 1; 

(2) Pace: begixming at No. 101; 

(3) Redlands: beginning at No. 201; 

(4) Respondent Brake: beginning at 
No. 301; and 

<5) Bureau; beginning at No. 401. 

7. It was agreed that the scheduled 
hearing date of September 11,1956, shall 
be set aside as hereinafter ordered. It 
was also agreed, and is herein ordered, 
that the effective date of this order for 
appeal purposes shall be the release date 
indicated below. 

It is ordered. This 20lh day of July 
1956, that, unless modified for cause or 
pursuant to the Commission's rules, the 
foregoing statements and provisions to 
the extent of their applicability shall 
govern the conduct of the hearing in this 
proceeding. 

It is further ordered. That the hearing 
in this matter now scheduled to be com¬ 
menced on September 11, 1956, be and it 
is hereby continued to October 3. 1956, 
and the hearing of evidence shall be com¬ 
menced on October 10,1956. 

It is further ordered, That for appeal 
purposes the effective date of this order 
shall be the release date indicate below. 

Released: July 24. 1956. 

Federal Coicaittnications 
Commission. 

[seal! Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary, 

[F. R. Doc. 56-6074: Piled. July 28. 1056; 
8:51 a. m.J 


(Docket No. 11743; PCC 56M-7I0] 
CONFEDERATE RADIO CO. (WPQA) 
ORDER CONTINUXNG HEARINa 

In re application of Confederate Radio 
Company (WPOA), West Point, Georgia, 
Docket No. 11743, File No. BMP-7066; for 
modification of construction permit. 

Pursuant to the ''Petition to Recon¬ 
sider and Grant Application, or In the 
Alternative, to Dismiss Application With¬ 
out Prejudice'* filed July 16. 1956, by the 
applicant. Confederate Radio Company, 
in the above proceeding, which now is 
awaiting Commission action. It is 
ordered. This 23rd day of July 1956, that 
the hearing in the proceeding now 
scheduled for September 10,1956, be, and 
the same is hereby, continued without 
date. 

PEDERAI. COMMXmiCATXONS 
Commission. 

fsEALl Mart Jane Morris, 

SecTtimry. 

(F. R. Doc. 56-8075; Filed, July 28. 1958; 
8:52 a. m.) 


(Mexican Change List 193| 

Mexican Broadcast Stations 

LIST OF changes, PROPOSED CHANGES AND 
CORRECTIONS III ASSlONXCENTS 

Notification under the provlsiona of 
Part m. Section 2 of the North Ameri¬ 
can Regional Broadcasting AgreemenU 












NOTICES 


56&1 


Ltet of changes, proposed changes, and 
corrections In assignments of Mexican 
Broadcast Stations modifying the Ap¬ 
pendix containing assignments of Mexi¬ 
can Broadcast Stations (Mimeograph 


47214-6) attached to the recommenda¬ 
tions of the North American Regional 
Broadcasting Agreement Engineering 
Meeting January 30,1941. 

JUNC 2^. 19&6. 
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XEPD.... 

Rk> Rmro. TsmAiilimi (chaac* la eell 
kiun and locsikm). 

5 kw D W w 

IITO Mfecfdre 

ND 

U 

lY 

Dec. 29.1956 

XERT.... 

RryiMM, T&mtullpu (dunce la osU 
kiterB sad locaUoo). 

5 kw. 

070 kiiccfdu 

NO 

D 

11 

Do. 

XEKO,.., 

8«n Lnh Plo Colorado Fonora (dunce 
in cull ktien firom XEJq). 

3S0w. 

If 40 kQoefdt^ 

ND 

D 

IV 

Sum 2D, 19S6 

XEDB.... 

Clndvl Obftitfm, Ronors (chaage to 
cull kttera frooi XRCX). 

JSO w. 

too kiU<fdes 

ND 

U 

IV 

Do. 

XEKW— 

Maiamoroi, Tamaullpat (laersase 
power). 

i kw. 

too kO^Cfctii 

DA-l 

U 

Ill 

Sept. 29.1956 

XF.KM... 

Mlnailtlan. Vrramii (change to caU 
kticra from X EJ L). 

2S0 w. 

too kgecfdre 

ND 

U ^ 

IV 

Itiae 29,1966 

XEKX— 

ntwiamo. Mldionran (change to call 
ktunOrom XEJV). 

3C0W- 
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ND 
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IV 

Do. 

XECX,... 

Tehoaean. Pnrhla (dunce to call kitcca 
eromXBUB). 

laow . 

090 keocfctn ' 

ND 

U 

11 

Do.' 

XKKO_ 

MrTktdI. Ba]a Callkmia (redaee aigkt* 
ttoie power). 

6kw D/I kwN... 

ND 

U 

III 

Do. 


FCDCRAL COMirUNlCATIONS COMMISSION* 

[scalI Mary Janx Morris, 

Secretary. 


IF. B. Doc- SS-S076; Filed. July 26. 1956; 8:62 a m.| 
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FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

(Docket No. 0-9758] 

A^tJVimC SCABOAXO CORP. 

KOTICE or PTOTION TO AMEND ORDER ISSU¬ 
ING CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE 
AND NECESSITY 

July 16,1966. 

Take notice that Atlantic Seaboard 
Corporation, a Delaware corporation and 
a subsidiary of The Columbia Gas Sys¬ 
tem. Inc., having its principal place of 
business at 1033 Quarrler Street, Charles¬ 
ton. West Virginia. Hied on June 8. 1956, 
a petition to amend the Commission's 
Order Issued March 30, 1958, granting it 
a certificate of public convenience and 
nec^essity pursuant to section 7 of the 
Natural Gas Act. authorising it to con¬ 
struct and operate certain additional 
facilities on ite pipeline system in Vir¬ 
ginia (and West Virginia,) all as more 
fully represented In said petition to 
amend, which is on file with the Com¬ 
mission and open for public Inspection. 

Petitioner states that the estimated gas 
requlremenU for the 1956-57 winter have 
changed and this necessitates a modifica¬ 
tion In the proposed construction. 

Petitioner alleges that the Increased 
peak day requirements of 7.0 MMcf next 
winter makes it necessary that Applicant 
Install the modified facilities, so that its 


system will be capable of meeting the 
estimated peak requirement of each cus¬ 
tomer, should they all demand such gas 
on the some day. 

Petitioner requests amendment of the 
Commission's Order issued March 30, 
1956, to authorize the construction and 
operation of: 

A. Approximately thirty-two and 
seven-tenths (32.7) miles of 26-lnch gas 
transmission pipeline, looping approxi¬ 
mately 33.4 miles of Petitioner's existing 
26-inch gas transmission pipeline and 
located as follows: 

(1) Approximately 15 miles of 26-inch 
loop, extending in a northeasterly di¬ 
rection from a point approximately 31.7 
miles northeast of United Fuel Gas Com¬ 
pany's Cobb Compressor Station. 

(2) Approximately 8.6 miles of 26-lnch 
loop, extending in a northeasterly direc¬ 
tion from a point approximately 8.6 miles 
southwest of Petitioner's Piles Creek 
Compressor Station. 

(3) Approximately 9.1 miles of 26- 
inch loop, extending in a northeasterly 
direction from a point approximately 
9.1 miles southwest of Petitioner's 
Seneca Compressor Station. 

B. Approximately forty-nine and four- 
tenths (49.4) miles of 24-lnch gas trans¬ 
mission pipeline extending in a south¬ 
easterly direction from Petitioner's Lost 
River Compressor Station, Hardy Coun« 


ty. West Virginia to Petitioner’s Bickers 
Compressor Station. Greene County, 
Virginia. 

Petitioner also proposes to delete the 
4 months time limit for the completion of 
construction set by Ordering Paragraph 
(C) and substitute therefor a time limit 
of 7 months. 

The revised estimate of capital cost of 
all the facilities proposed in the subject 
petition is $7.178.890 as compared to the 
cost of the originally authorized facili¬ 
ties estimated at $8,521,000. The reduc¬ 
tion is due to more refined e-sUmaunx 
and reduction in length of the proposed 
crossover line. 

Protests or petitions to Intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power CommU- 
sion, Washington 25. D. C., in accord¬ 
ance with the rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CPR 1.8 or I.IO) on or before 
September 4. 1956. 

(seal! Leon M. Fuquat, 

Secretary, 

(F. R. Doc. 56-6061; FUed. July 26. 1956; 

8:49 a. m.| 


I Project No. 1975] 

Idaho Power Co. 

NOTICE OF LAND WITHDRAWAL 

July 26, 1956. 

Pursuant to the filing of applicaUon 
for license on December 3. 1947, am 
amendments thereof on February 
1950. this Commission by letters dated 
March 18. 1948 and April 13. 1950, gave 
notice to the Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment of the withdrawal of 509.73 and 
1.06 acres of lands of the United Stales 
in connection with Project No. 1975. 

The Idaho Power Company, lAcensec, 
pursuant to Commission Order tlaw 
October 13,1949. and in accordance with 
Article 3 of the license, on June 4. 1955, 
filed revised exhibit "K" drawings delim¬ 
iting the land necessary for project pur¬ 
poses. , 

In accordance with the provisions or 
section 24, of the Act of June 10, IWO. 
as amended, notice is hereby given tnsi 
the hereinafter described lands of the 
United States arc Included in the jrorc- 
said power project as licensed. 
said section 24 these lands are, fr^ 
the date of filing of revised 
served from entry, location or oth^ 
posal under the laws of the United Staw 
until otherwise directed by the Commi*" 
Sion or by Congress. 

Sous MmoiAN. Idaho 

Thoa« portion, ot the following 
rton, lying within the project 
as shown upon amendatory c 

ExbiblU "K-l" Sheeu 1 . 3 enh 3 jr. p- 
No. 1873-33. 3* end 38) enUUed. Bltrtrt 
Development. DeUUl Mnp. Idaho 
pony, Bolae, Idoho.“ Hied Juno 4, 19S«. 

Within Powerhouee oreo; 

T. 6 8 , B. 13 B., 

Section 7, Lott 4.5. 

Access road. 50 foot right-of-way: 

I^t 4; 

NW^NSVi. NE*4NWV4; 

Sections. SWV4NWU- 



























Friday, July 27, 1956 


FEDERAL REGISTER 


5«6r> 


Within Besorvolr nr«a* those lands Ijrlng 
bslow the 2.60a>fooi elevation: 

T.ea.R. 12 E.. 

Section 8. liOts 5.8r 

Section 9. LoU 4.5.6. 7. SE^^SE^: 

SecUon 10. Lou 1. 4. 5. 6. 7. 8. 8W^SW%. 
SE^SWi^: 

Section 11. LoU 1.2.3.4.5.8. 8; 

SecUon 12. LoU 2.3.4. 5. 

The area reserved is approximately 
190.76 acres, all of which, with the excep* 
tion of the south 20.39 acres of the 
KEV 4 Section 7. has been heretofore re¬ 
served in connection with either earlier 
withdrawals for this project <No. 1975), 
Project No. 406 or Power Site Reserve 
Nos. 77. 238 and 406. 

This notice of withdrawal modihes and 
supersedes, in their entirety, letters of 
withdrawal notification dated March 
18. 1948. and April 13. 1050. 

Copies of amendatory map sheets. 
P. P. C. Nos. 1975-32 to 1975-35 inclusive 
< Exhibit ‘‘J-r* and Exhibit “K-1” In 
three sheets) have been transmitted to 
the Bureau of Land Management and 
Geological Survey. 

isZAL] Joseph H. Gutride. 

Acting Secretary, 

(F. R. Doc. 56-6066; FUed. July 26. 1956: 
8:50 a. m.J 


(Project No. 20091 
CALzroRxnA Orccon Power Co. 

NOTICE or APPLICATION FOR UCENSE 
July 23.1956. 

Public notice Is hereby given that ap¬ 
plication has been filed under the Federal 
Power Act (16 U. S. C. 791a-825r) by The 
California Oregon Power Company of 
Yreka. California, for license for pro- 
water power Project No. 2099 to 
be known as the Rinchel Development 
jnd located on McCloud River, a trlbu- 
of Pit River, which is tributary to 
Shasta Reservoir, In Shasta and Siskiyou 
Counties. California, affecting lands of 
the United States within Shasta Na¬ 
tional Forest. The proposed Rinchel De¬ 
velopment is one of six units contem¬ 
plated for development of the McCloud 
River Basin. The proposed project 
would consist of a rock-fUl dam located 
to SWVi. sec. 22. T 38 N. R 2 W. M, D. M.; 
a reservoir about 4 miles long with normal 
water surface at elevaUon of 2,674 feet 
^nd usable storage capacity of 16.000 
terc-feet at a 50-foot drawdown: a tun- 
w intake located about 750 feet up¬ 
stream from the dam; a 15-foot diameter 
tunnel about 1 *4 miles long extending to 
th« powerhouse; a surge tank, a power¬ 
house containing two outdoor type gen- 
JJJitlng units, each comprised of a 44.- 
]JW-horsepower turbine connected to a 
^•^-Itllowatt generator; a substation; 
^ 125 kilovolt transmission line connected 
to the applicant's system; and appurte- 
toint faciUUcs. 

. *^t€st8 or petitions to intervene may 
^ nled with the Federal Poorer Commis- 
«on. Washington 25. D. C.. In accordance 
rules of practice and procedure 
Commissldh (18 CPR 1.8 or 1.10). 
1 he last day upon which protests or peti- 
Rons may be nicd is September 6. 1956. 


The application Is on file with the Com¬ 
mission for public Inspection. 

[SEAL] J. H. Gutride. 

Acting Secretary. 

(P. R. Doc. 56-6083: Piled. July 26, 1956; 
8:49 a. m.J 


[Docket No. 0-100081 
Pennsylvania Gas Co. 

NOTICE or POSTPONCMCNT OF HEARING 
July 30, 1956. 

Upon consideration of the request, 
filed July 18. 1956. by Staff counsel for 
postponement of the hearing now sched¬ 
uled for August 1. 1956 In the above- 
designated matter; 

The hearing now scheduled for August 
1, 1956 Is hereby postponed to a date to 
be hereafter fixed by further notice. 

[SEAL] J. H. Outride, 

Acting Secretary, 

|P. R. Doc. 56-6064; Piled. July 36. 1956; 
8:49 a. m.] 


(Docket Noe. 0-10492. 0-10493] 

Equitable Gas Co. and Hope Natural 
Gas Co. 

NOTICE or AFPLICATXON AND DATE OF 
HEARING 

July 23. 1956. 

Take notice that Equitable Gas Com¬ 
pany (Equitable) a Pennsylvania corpo¬ 
ration having its principal place of 
business at Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, 
and Hope Natural Gas Company (Hope) 
a West Virginia corporation having its 
principal place of business at Clarks¬ 
burg, West Virginia, filed comjsanion 
applications on May 28. 1956, for certifi¬ 
cates of public convenience and neces¬ 
sity. pursuant to section 7 of the Natural 
Gas Act. authorizing the sale and de¬ 
livery of notural gas to each other on a 
short term interruptible basis as herein¬ 
after described, subject to the jurisdic¬ 
tion of the Commission, all as more 
fully represented in the applications 
which are on file with the Commission 
and open to public Inspection. 

Equitable proposes to sell and deliver 
to Hope during the period beginning 
June 1. 1956, and ending October 31. 
1956. a quantity of natural gas. not in 
excess of 1.530.000 Mcf, in dally quanti¬ 
ties agreeable to both. Equitable esti- 
matc.s that this volume will be available 
to It from its southwest suppliers during 
this period, as surplus gas In excess of 
that amount It can place into its storage 
pools. 

Hope proposes by its application to sell 
and deliver to Equitable, during the pe¬ 
riod November 1.1956. and ending March 
31, 1957. a volume of interruptible gas 
not in excess of 1.530.000 Mcf. 

Equitable states that the ^e and de¬ 
livery of natural gas as propos^ by the 
parties herein will enable it to maintain 
Its storage delivcrablllty at a higher level 
during the heating season than would be 
the case if this gas were not received. 
Equitable further states that some short¬ 


age Is anticipated on next winter's peak 
days and the gas received from Hope 
pursuant to its application will aid Equi¬ 
table in attempting to meet Its require¬ 
ments and assure maintenance of 
adequate service to its customers. 

Equitable will require no new faculties 
to make the proposed sale to Hope dur¬ 
ing the summer months because it will 
use an existing connecting with Hope at 
the Haught Farm In Paw Paw District. 
Marlon County. West Virginia. 

Hope will make the proposed sale and 
delivery to Equitable during the winter 
months at an existing interconnection 
between the two systems In the Freemans 
Creek District of Lewis County. West 
Virginia. The only addiUonal facilities 
required to render this proposed service 
wlU be approximately 20 feet of 4-inch 
pipe and a 4-Inch valve. 

These related matters should be heard 
on a consolidated record and dlspo^ of 
as promptly as possible under the appU- 
cablc rules and regulations and to that 
end: 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained In and subject to 
the jurisdiction conferred upon the Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission by sections 7 and 
15 of the Natural Gas Act. and the Com¬ 
mission's rules of practice and procedure, 
hearing will be held on August 23, 1956. 
at 9:30 a. m.. e. d. s. t.. In a hearing 
room of the PWeral Power Commission, 
441 O Street N.W.. Washington. D. C., 
concerning the matters Involved in and 
the issues presented by such applica¬ 
tion (a) : Provided, howex>er. That the 
Commission may, after a non-conte8t(^ 
hearing, dispose of the proceedings pur¬ 
suant to the provisions of 8 1.30 (c) (1) 
or (2) of the Commission's rules of prac¬ 
tice and procedure. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis¬ 
sion. Washington 25. D. C., In accordance 
with the rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on or before August 
9. 1956. Failure of any party to appear 
at and participate In the hearing shall 
be construed as waiver of and concur¬ 
rence in omission herein of the interme¬ 
diate decision procedure in, cases where 
a request therefor is made. 

tsiALl J. H. Gutride, 

Acting Secretary. 

(P. R. Doc. 56-6065; Piled. July 26. 1956; 

8:50 a m.J 


GENERAL SERVICES ADMIN- 
ISTRATlON 

(Project 3-DC-03I 
Federal Office Buildings 

PROSPECTUS for PROPOSED BUILDINGS IK 
SOUTHWEST REDEVELOPMENT AREA OF DIS¬ 
TRICT OF COLUMBIA 

Editorial Note: This protpeotus of pro- 
poeed Project Number 3-DC-03 la published 
purauant to tecUon 412 (f) of the Public 
BuUdlnga Purchoae Contract Act of 1954 aa 
amended by Public Law 150, 84th Oongreas, 
which requires publication in the Pecioul 
RBOiana. for a period of ten coniecuUve daya 
from date of aubmlaalon to the Committees 
on PubUe Works of the Senate and House of 
RepreaentaUrea. 
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NOTICES 


[Project Number S-DC-03 (Revieod)! 

JUN* 30. 1056. 

PoeifAi. PsooPKcrus Foe Pmoposkd Bonjwrto 
UNoni TiiLS I, PUBWC XjAW 610, 83o OoH" 
CUBS. 3d SneioN 

FVDOUL OfTXCS DUXLDXNO WO. t. WASKIWOTOK, 

O. G. 

1. Brief description of proposed buiUiinff. 
The project oontempletee the erection of n 
Fe<l«!rel omce BuUdln^ on » site to be ac¬ 
quired. The building will be multl-etorled 
end will provide ipproxlmetely 368.000 equere 
feet of net luelgnable space. 

2. Estimated maximum cost and financing. 

a. Maximum cost of site and building. 
$13,100,000. 

b. Proposed oontract term. 35 years, 

c. Maximum raU of Interest on purchase 
contract. 4 percent. 

3. Cerfl/lcafe# of need. There la attached 
oertlOcate of need signed by the head of the 
agency which srlXl use the facility, Certlll- 
cation la hereby made as to the need for 
aenrlce space. Upon completion of the 
facility, assignment and reassignment of 
space will be mmiim in accordance with exist¬ 
ing law. 

4. Non-aoeOabrntg of existing space. Suit¬ 
able space owned by the Oovemment la not 
available and sulUble renUl space la not 
available at a price commensurate with that 
to be afforded through the contract proponed: 

8. Estimated annual managerial, custodial, 
heat, and utility costs. ‘(Services to be sup¬ 
plied by Government). $376,100. 

6. Estimated annual tax liabilitg. upkeep 
and maintenance, a. Tixes, post oonstruc- 
Uon (contract period). $141X100. 

b. Upkeep and maintenance (to be pro¬ 
vided by Oovemment), $30,400. 

7. Cioreaf housing costs. Housing costa 
currently paid by the Government for agen¬ 
cies to be housed in the maiding to be 
erected. $206,077. 

Determination of need. It has been de¬ 
termined that (1) the needs for space for 
the permanent activities of the Federal Gov¬ 
ernment In this particular area cannot be 
satUlied by utillaaUon of any existing suit¬ 
able property now owned by t^ Government, 
and (3) the best IntercsU of the United 
SUtes wiU be served by taking action here¬ 
under. 

Submitted at Washington. D. O.. on July 
6. 1056. 

Recommended: 

P. Moasw McCowxtta. 
Commissioner of Public Buildings Service, 

Approved: 

FkANmJW G. Ploitx. 
Administrator of General Services. 

6. Statement of Director, Bureau of the 
Budget. Reflected In letter (copy attached). 

CnrarK'STS or Nesd 

raorosm fxdkeal omai (food ako ditto 

ADMlIflSiaATlON) BtrllJllirO. WSaUlMGTOW. 
D. C. 

Project No. S-DO-Ofl. 

I. the undersigned, the Secretary of Health. 
Education, and Welfare, in pursuance of the 
provlalona of the Public Buildlnga Purchaae 
Contract Act of 1954 (Public Law 519. 83d 
Congress) certify that there la a permanent 
need In thia project for approximately 900.(MX) 
square feet of net agency space to accommo¬ 
date the operattons of the Food and Drug 
Administration, 

M. B. POiAOif. 
Secretary of Health, 
Education, and Welfare, 

Certified at Washington, D. C. April 12. 
1956. 


Exjcu rt vi Omes or tot PaxanxcNT 
atraxAU or tot dttdgxt 
wsaHiKGTON as, d. a 

JCI.T 13, 1956. 

Project #3-DC-08 (Revised June 39,1986) 
Federal Office Building Na 8, 

Southwest Wsshlngton Area* 

Washington, D. O. 

My Deas Ms. Ptorra: Pursuant to section 
411 (a) (8) of the Public Buildings Purchase 
Contract Act of 1954 (Public Law 519), the 
propoeal for a Pederai Office Building, re¬ 
ceived July 9.1956. has been examined and In 
my opinion •‘is neoeaaary and in conformity 
with the policy of the President.** This ap¬ 
proval U given with the foUowlng under¬ 
standing; 

1. That the stated project coat of $13,190,- 
000 (including ooet of a site to be acquired at 
an estimated cost of $75X100) la a m a xim u m 
figure. 

3. That the site located In the Southwest 
Washington Area will be developed to Its 
maximum space utlllcatlon and that any 
apace In excess of the needs of the Fbod and 
IDrug AdmlnUtration at the time the build¬ 
ing U completed will be allocated to agencies 
then housed in temporary buildings. VOien 
the allocaUan of agencies is determined, 
temporary spaoe of equivalent occupancy 
will be demolished. 

3. That every effort will be made to design 
and ooiiStruct space conducive to maximum 
efficient utilisation and to take advantage of 
any revision of cost downward which may 
be found poeslble as the plana develop and 
negotiations are advanced. 

You appreciate, of course, that this project 
will receive a more detailed review as to ooet 
and space utilixatlon. 

Sincerely yours. 

PxacxvAi. P. Beuotaob. 

Dirtetor, 

Bon. Fsanklxn O. Flosts, 

Administrator, 

General Services Administration, 
Washington 25, D. C, 

IP. R. Doc, 56-5874: Filed. July 17. 1956; 

3:30 p. m.] 


[Project 3-DC-07I 
Federal OmcB Buildincs 

FR 06 PECTUS FOR PROFOSn BUlLOnrGS XB 
SOUTHWEST REOSTELOPMEin AREA OP DIS¬ 
TRICT or COLUMBIA. 

SbrroaiAL Hors: Thia prospectus of pro¬ 
posed Project Number 3>DC-07 is pu b lis he d 
pursuant to section 413 (f) of the Public 
Buildings Purchaae Contract Act of 1954 as 
amended by Public Law 150. 84th Oongreas. 
which requires publication In the Pxdxiai. 
Rxoiam. for a period of ten eoneecutlve days 
from date of submiaelon to the Committees 
on Public Works of the Senate and House of 
Repreeentatlves. 

[Project No. 8 -DO- 07 | 

FoaMAL PaoflnDCTVs roa Paoroan Buxldxno 
Ukdcx Ttrui I POBUc Law 618 . 83 o CoJf- 
oaxss, 2 o Smsesom 

nEsaxAi. orm 9Tmj>nm mo. lo, 

WASHlMOfON, D. C. 

1. Brief description of proposed building. 
The project conumplates the erection of a 
Federal Office Building on a site to be ac¬ 
quired In Southwest litoshlngton. The build¬ 
ing will be mulUstorled and will provide 
approximaUly 1.095X)00 square feet of net 
assignable space. 

3. Estimated fuarlfniim eo«f and financing. 
SL Maximum cost of the site and building. 
$4OXK)OXi0a 


b. Propcsed contract term. 35 years. 

e. MaxlmTun rate of Interest on purchase 
contract. 4 percent, 

3. CertiJU^tes of need. Ae the project is 
intended to provide retoesUon of numerous 
Federal agencies now In temporary buHdluKa* 
no specific allocation of spaoe can be made 
at this time. Upon completion of the faculty, 
assignment and re-aasignment will be made 
in accordance with existing law. There lore, 
requirement for Oerttfleate of Need otherwise 
required by sectloo 411 (e) of the Publio 
Buildings Purchase Contract Act of 1954 wm 
waived In Public Law 160. 84th Congress. 
Certification is hereby made as to the need 
for service space. 

4. Nonavailability of existing space. Suit¬ 
able space owned by the Government li not 
available and suitable rental space is not 
available at a price commensurate with thst 
to be afforded through the contract proposed. 

5. Estimated annual managhial, eustodial, 
heat, and uiUity costs. (Services to be sup- 
pUed by Government). $1,085,000. 

6. Estimated annual tax liability, upkeep 
and maintenance, a. Tsxee. post eonstme- 
ilon (contrset period), $546,000. 

b. Upkeep and malntensmce (to be pro¬ 
vided by Government), $164,000. 

7. CniTcnf housing costs. Housing eosta 
currently paid by the Government for agen¬ 
cies to be housed In the building to be 
erected. $841,361 p. a. 

/>etcrmimifk>n of need. It has been ds- 
termloed that (1) the needs for space for the 
permanent activities of the Federal Govern¬ 
ment in this particular area cannot be satif 
fled by utilization of any existing suitable 
property now owned by the Government, snd 
(3) the best Interects of the United SUtse 
will be served by taking action hereundc;. 

Submitted at Washington. D. on July 
IS. 1956. 

Recommended; 

P. Moeak McCowiirt. 

Commissioner of Public Buildings Service. 


Approved: 

franklin G, FIottz. 
Administrator of General Services. 


8. Statement of Director, Bureau of ^ 
Budget. Reflected In letter (copy attached). 


Exxc ' imvx Or ncs or the Peisioent 


bureau or TOT BUDCrX 


WASHINGTON Sf, D. O. 

July 18, 1966. 

Project fyS-DU-OT. 

Paderal Office BuUdlng. No. 10, _ 

(Two buildings connected by pedestrian 

tunnel). 

Southwest Washington Area, 

Waahington. D. C. 

Mr DBAS M«. Pw>rT«; Pur»o»nl 
411 (e) (B) of th® Public 
Oontrmct Act ot 1964 (PubUc ^ 

propoMl tor • Pedena Office 
13. 1966. bM been 
in mj opinion “U 
lormlty wllb the policy of U» 

Thta epprovel U given with the KAlowlni 
understanding: 

1. That the eUted proiaet «oet^ 

000 (including cost of a slle 
at an esUmated cost of $1,700,000 Is a maxi 
fntim figure. „ 

a. That the reported annual 
of existing temporary buildings to bo^P^ 
planted. 1. e.. $1.00 per aqisan footjr^^ 
■ents minimum maintenance in 
of demolition and that temporary 
ment buildings actually cost more m 
Uin than the lo tfi* 

3. Thai the site to be 
southwest Washington area wlU be devew^ 
to iU maximum space of 

propoeed building will provide 
numerous Federal agencies now In 
buUdlngs: that no specific alJ^tio^ 
po St this time; when ipeclfi 
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location of niteDCIn In tho proposed building 
la drt^rmlmcl by the Oencml Servlcea Ad- 
mtnUtmticm. temporary apace of equivalent 
occupancy wlU be demollahed. 

4. That every effort wUl be made to de« 
algn and conatruct space conducive to maxi¬ 
mum efficient atUizaUon. and to take ad¬ 
vantage of any revision of cost downward 
which may be found possibly as the plans 
develop and negotiations are advanced. 

Tou appreciate, of course, that this project 
will receive a more detailed review as to cost 
and space utilisation. 

Sincerely yours, 

Pncxvai. Bsundagk, 

„ Director* 

Hon. PSANKLiw O. Ftosrs, 

Administrator, 

General Services Administration, 
W€Lshtnffton 25, D. C. 

IF. It Doc. 5d-5922: Filed. July Iff. IffW; 

10:00 a. m.| 


have accepted the request to participate 
in the operaUons of the Allied SpeclalUes 
Company are herewith published. The 
original list of companies accepting such 
request was published on August 1,1953, 
in 18F.R4529. 

Snglneerlng Tool Co.. Wayne Avenue and 
Berkley Street. Philadelphia 44. Pa. 

Industrial Pattern Works. Box 31. River¬ 
side. 14. J. 

Jowll Electronics. Inc.. Belfleld Avenue and 
Wlster Street. Philadelphia 44. Pa. 

Dated: July 20. 1956. 

We.ndell B. Barnes. 

Administrator. 

IF. R. Doc, 56-6062: Filed. July 26. 1C66; 

8:40 a. m.) 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

OitL. Pope Oo. 

ORDER REVOKING BROKER-DEALER 
REGISTRATION 

Jolt 19. 1956. 

In the matter of GUI. Pope Co.. 25 
Broad Street. New York 4. New York. 

The CommUsion having instituted 
proceedings under section 15 (b) and 
^tlon 15A of the Securities Exchange 
Act of 1934 to determine whether to re¬ 
voke the registration as a broker and 
dealer of Olll. Pope Co. (“registrant") or 
10 Ri^nd or expel It from membership 
jPj™ National Association of Securities 
Dealers, Inc., and to determine whether 
Jesse 8. GUI and Prank I. Pope, partners 
in Intrant firm, should each be found 
M> be a cause of any order of revocation, 
suspension or expulsion; 

A hearing having been held after ap- 
propriate notice, and the hearing exam¬ 
iner having filed a recommended deci¬ 
sion; 

The Commission having this day is- 
ju^ Its Pndlngs and Opinion, on the 
nusls of said Findings and Opinion; 

it is ordered. That the registration as a 
nrokcr and dealer of OiU. Pope Co. be. 
J^d it hereby is. revoked; that the reg- 
It hereby is. expelled from 
jne National Association of Securities 
Inc., and that Jesse S. Gill and 
•Jffnk I. Pope arc each a cause of such 
revocation and expulsion. 

By the Commission. 

^*SAL| Orval L. DuBots. 

Secretary. 

I*’- R. Doc. M-flOTS; Plied. July 38. 1958; 
S:52 a. m.) 


small business administra¬ 
tion 

IS. B. A. Pool Requeet No. 18] 

Allied Specialties Co. 

^niOWAL COMPANIES ACCEPTING REQUEST 
VO PARTICIPATE IN OPERATIONS 

pursuant to secUon 708 of the Defense 
^^uctlon Act of 1950. as amended, the 
*^^es of the following companies which 
Bo. 145—6 


Office of Alien Property 
Benjamin Dubossarsky 

NOTICE OF INTENTION TO RETTHIN VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant to section 32 (f) of the 
Trading .With the Enemy Act, as amend¬ 
ed. notice is hereby given of intention 
to return, on or after 30 days from the 
date of publication hereof, the following 
property, subject to any Increase or de¬ 
crease resulting from the administration 
thereof prior to return, and after ade¬ 
quate provision for taxes and conserva¬ 
tory expenses: 

Claimant, Claim No., Property, and Location 

Benjamin Duboasavaky. Buenoc Alrea. 
ArgenUna. cnalm No. 88771; Vesting Order 
No. 829; $770.73 in the Treasury ol the United 
States. 

Executed at Washington, D. C., on 
July 19. 1956. 

For the Attorney General 

I seal) Paul V. Myron. 

Deputy Director, 
Office of Alien Property. 

fF. R Doc. 56-0029; Piled. July 25. 1956; 
8:61 a. m.| 


Ella Wronker-Flatow 

NOTICE OP INTENTION TO RETURN VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant to section 32 (f) of the Trad¬ 
ing With the Enemy Act. as amended, 
notice is hereby given of intention to 
return, on or after 30 days from the date 
of publication hereof, the following prop¬ 
erty. subject to any increase or decrease 
resulUng from the administration thereof 
prior to return, and after adequate pro¬ 
vision for taxes and conservatory ex¬ 
penses: 

Claimant, Claim No., Properly, and Location 

Wfonkcr-Flatow, London, Kngland. 
Claim No. 28121; Vestlug Order 6535; $992.80 
In the Treasury of the United 8Utes. 

Executed at Washington. D. C., on 
July 19.1956. 

For the Attorney GeneraL 

fsEALl Paul V. Myron, 

Deputy Director, 
Office of Alien Property, 

(P. R. Doc. 58-6031; Filed, July 25, 1956; 
8:51 a. m.] 


r>667 

P^RANCOis Alphonse Vanweverenbercr 

NOTICE OF INTENTION TO RETURN VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant to secUon 32 (f) of the Trad¬ 
ing With the Enemy Act, as amended, 
notice is hereby given of intention to re¬ 
turn. on or after 30 days from the date 
of publication hereof, the following prop¬ 
erty located in Washington. D. C., in¬ 
cluding all royalties accrued thereunder 
and all damages and profits recoverable 
for past infringement thereof, after adc- 
quate provision for taxes and conserva¬ 
tory expenses; 

Claimant, Claim No., and Properly 

Francois Alphonse Vanweverenbergh, Lou¬ 
vain, Belgium. Claim No. 38246; Vesting Order 
No. 2437; an undivided one-third (l.^d) 
Interest In United States Letters Patent No. 
2.289.960 as described in Veettng Order No. 
2437 (8 F. R, 18329. December 4. 1943]. 

Executed at Washington, D. C.. on 
July 19.1956. 

For the Attorney General. 

[seal) Paul V. Myron, 

Deputy Director, 
Ojfffcs of Alien Property. 

|F. R. Doc. 56-8032; Filed, July 28, 1986; 
8:81 a. m.| 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

Fourth Section Appucatxons for 
Relief 


July 23. 1956. 

Protests to the granting of an applica¬ 
tion must be prepared in accordance with 
Rule 40 of the general rules of practice 
(49 CFR 1.40) and filed within 15 days 
from the date of publication of this 
notice in the Federal Register. 

lono-a.vd-short haul 

FSA No. 32397; Pneumatic tires and 
parts from Detroit, Mich. Filed by H, R. 
Hlnsch. Agent, for Interested roil car¬ 
riers. Rates on tires, artificial, guayule, 
natural, neoprene or synthetic rubber, 
pneumaUc. and parts, straight of mixed 
carloads from Detroit. Mich., to Colum¬ 
bus and Jessup. Ga., and High Point. 
N. C. 

Grounds for relief; Short-line dis¬ 
tance formula and circuitous routes. 

Tariff: Supplement 32 to Agent 
Hlnsch's tariff I. C. C. 4664. 

FSA No. 33398; Automobile parts and 
vinyl acetate to southern points. Filed 
by H. R. Hlnsch. Agent, for interested 
fail carriers. Rates on automobile parts 
in carloads from Marion. Ind., and Gal¬ 
lon, Ohio, to points in Georgia, and vinyl 
acetate from West Virginia to Cedar- 
town. Oa. 

Grounds for relief: Short-line dis¬ 
tance formula and circuitous routes. 

AGGREGATE-OF-INTERMEDXATES 

PSA No. 32395: Compartment charges 
between North and South. Filed by A. J. 
Winkler, Agent, for Interested rail car¬ 
riers. Rates on compartments in berth 
service (passenger) between points on 
the Pennsylvania R. R., north of Cin¬ 
cinnati. Ohio and Louisville. Ky., to Chi¬ 
cago, HI., on the one hand, and points 
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south of ClncinnaU, Ohio and LouisvIUe. 
Ky, on the other. 

Grounds for relief! Maintenance of 
depressed charaes, between stations 
north of and including Cincinnati, Ohio 
and Louisville. Ky,, not applicable in con¬ 
structing lower combination charges. 

Tariffs: Supplement 2 to Agent 
Winkler’s tariff L C. C. 20 and schedule 
of Agent M. B. Duggan. 

PSA No. 32396: Pa$%engtr fares — 
Eastern and Western Railroads, Filed 
by W. H. Clifford. Agent, and other 
agents named in the application, for and 
on behalf of carriers parties to Ex Parlo 
No. 202 and Docket 31992. Rates in¬ 
volving increased passenger fares be¬ 
tween points in the United States in¬ 
cluded in Ex Parte No. 202 and Docket 
31992. 

Grounds for relief: Maintenance of 
through fares in excess of the aggregate- 
of-intermediates fares established pur¬ 
suant to Ex Parte No. 202 and Docket 
31992. 

By the Commission. 

[sxALl Haaolo D. McCot, 

Secretary. 

|P. R. Ooo. 5e<a021: FUmI. July 25. 1850; 

8:40 a. m.] 


Fourth Scctxon Appucations 

July 24.1956. 

Protests to the granting of an appli¬ 
cation must be prepared in accordance 
with Rule 40 of the General Rules of 
Practice (49 CFR 1.40) and filed within 
15 days from the date of publication of 
this notice in the Psoxral RacisTXR. 

LONG-AND-SHORT HAUL 

PSA No. 32399: Crude rubber from 
Baton Rouge. La., to Monroe. Mich. 
Filed by O. W. South, Jr., Agent, for In¬ 
terested rail carriers. Rates on rubber, 
artitlcial. guayule, natural, synthetic or 
neoprene, loose or in packages, carloads 
from Baton Rouge and North Baton 
Rouge. La., to Monroe. Mich. 

Grounds for relief: Short-line dis¬ 
tance formula and circuitous routes. 

Tariff: Supplement 187 to Alternate 
Agent Marque's tariff L C. C. 417, 


F8A No. 32400: Caustic soda from 
Baton Rouge. La., to Champaign. rU. 
Filed by O. W. South. Jr.. Agent, for 
interested rail carriers. Rates on caus¬ 
tic soda, liquid, tank-car loads from 
Baton Rouge and North Baton Rouge. 
La., to Champaign. Ill. 

Grounds for relief: Short-line distance 
formula and cinnUtous routes. 

Tariff: Supplement 187 to Alternate 
Agent Marque's tariff I. C. C. 417. 

FSA No. 32401: Roofing and building 
materials to Louisville. Ky. Piled by 
F. C. Kratzmeir, Agent, for interested 
rail carriers. Rates on roofing and build¬ 
ing materials and roofing slate, carloads 
from specified points in Arkansas, Lou¬ 
isiana, and Texas to LoutsviUe. Ky. 

Grounds for relief: Short-line distance 
formula and circuitous routes. 

Tariff: Supplement 13 to Agent Kratz- 
melr'sLO.C. 4148. 

PSA No. 32402: Coal^Alabama to 
Houston. Tex. Piled by F. C. Kratzmeir, 
Agent, for interested rail carriers. Rates 
on bituminous coal, including blacksmith 
coal, carloads from specified points in 
Alabama to Houston, Tex. 

Grounds for relief: Circuitous routes. 

Tariff: Supplement 53 to Agent Kratz¬ 
meir'si. C.C. 3991. 

PSA No. 32403: Lumber and related 
articles to Oklahoma. Filed by P. C. 
Kratzmeir. Agent, for interested rail 
carriers. Rates on lumber and related 
articles, carloads from specified points in 
Texas to specified points in Oklahoma. 

Grounds for relief: Carrier competi¬ 
tion and circuity. 

Tariff: Supplement 76 to Agent Kratz- 
meir's I. C. C. 3850. 

FSA No. 32404: Sugar^New Orleans. 
La., group to Birmingham. Ala. Filed by 
O. W. South. Jr.. Agent, for interested 
rail carriers. Rates on sugar, carloads 
from New Orleans. Three Oaks, Gram- 
ercy, and Reserve, La., to Birmingham, 
Ala. 

Grounds for relief: Circuitous routes. 

Tariff: Supplement 315 to Agent 
Marque's I. C, C. 380. 

FSA No. 32405: Sugar to points in 
Southern Territory. Piled by O. W. 
South. Jr., Agent, for interested rail car¬ 
riers. Rates on sugar carloads (returned 
shipments) from specified points in 
southern, official, southwestern, and 


western trunk-line territories to speci¬ 
fied points In southern territory. 

Grounds for relief: Carrier ccanpctltion 
and circuity. 

Tariffs: Supplement 315 to Agent 
Marque's I. C. C. 360: supplement 30 
to Agent Marque's I. C. C. 434: supple¬ 
ment 4 to Agent Marque's I. C. C. 445. 

FSA No. 32406: Cheese from and to 
points in Southern Territory. Filed by 
O. W. South. Jr.. Agent, for interested 
rail carriers. Rates on cheese, including 
cheese foods, and oleomargarine, and re¬ 
lated articles, carloads, from specified 
points in southern territory to points in 
southern territory. 

Grounds for relief: Short-line distance 
formula, truck competition, and circuit* 
ous routes. 

Tariff: Agent Spaninger's tariff I. C. C 
No. 1527. 

PSA No. 32407: Cheest^BeUrern 
points in Southern Territory. Piled by 
O. W. South. Jr.. Agent, for Interested 
rail carriers. Rates on cheese. Including 
cheese foods, and related articles, car¬ 
load between points in southern terri* 
tory. 

Grounds for relief: Short-line distance 
formula, truck competition, and cir¬ 
cuitous routes. 

Tariff: Supplement 9 to Agent Span- 
ingcr's I. C. C. 1525. 

PSA No. 32408; AU freighU^Michigan 
and Ohio to South, Piled by H. R 
Hlnsch. Agent, for interested rail car¬ 
riers. Rates on merchandise freight, all 
kinds, mixed carloads from Detroit and 
Jackson. Mich., Cleveland, and Ravenns, 
Ohio to specified points in Florida, 
Georgia. Louisiana and Tennessee. 

Grounds for relief: Motor truck com¬ 
petition and circuitous routes. 

Tariff: Agent Hinsch*8 tariff I. C. C. 
No. 4745. 

PSA No. 32409: Slag^Buffalo. N. T.. to 
Boston. Mass. Filed by O. W. Boin. 
Agent, for interested rail carriers. Rates 
on slag, unsuitable for further extrac¬ 
tion of metal, not granulated, carloads 
from Buffalo. N. Y., to Boston, Mass. 
Grounds for relief: Circxiitous routes. 

By the Commission. 

[szAL] Harold D. McCot. 

Secretary. 

[T. R. Doc. 56-6014; Piled. July 20. 1950; 
8:45 a. m.J 
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